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TO THE 


READER 


$2888 Hough what is here made publick be 
— 7 — 4 Poſthumous Work, yet it wanted not 
K be Author's laſt Stroke to fit it for 
that Purpoſe. I will not foreſtal the Reader's 
Curioſity, nor beſpeak Mankind in favour of the 
Performance. A general Character ſhall ſuffice, - 
I have read ſeveral Authors upon the ſame 
Subject, and I willingly fland to the Correction 
of che W orld, if Mr. Ward does not ſhow him- 
4 more. Inquiſi tive upon the following Heads, 
which are the Contents of the Book, 


I. The lnvalidity of the Proteſtant Form of 
Ordination. 


11 Parker*s Conſecrators not Biſhops, 


I 3 Parker's Conſecration declar d void by the 
aws. 
IV. Catholick Biſhops refus'd to Conſecrate, 
and diſown'd Parker's, &c. Conſecration. 2 
885 A 2 V. Pro- 


To ther READER. 


V. Proteſtant Authors reje& the pretended Con- 
ſecration. 

VI. Proteſtant. Tenets inconſiſtent, with that 
Conſecration. 

VII. The Nagg's-head Conſecration aſſerted 
and Juſtified by ſtrong Circumſtances. 
VIII. * Act of Parliament to ſupply the want 

of Conſecration. 

IX. Lambeth's Rerords not _ when 

called for. 
X. Lamberb's Records Spu rious- 

XI. Bifhop Burner inconſiſtent with BIO | 
upon the Subject of Ordination. 
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CONTROVERSY 

S 55 | 

ORDINATION 


ARTICLE xxxv. 


of Conſecration F Biſhops ant L 


Miniſters, 


TOES HE Bock of Confecration of Arch- 


TS biſhops and Biſhops, and ordering 
of Prieſts and . Deacons, lately fer 
ACTON forth in the Time of Edward VI. 
and confirmed at the ſame Time by the Au- 
2 of Parliament, does contain all things 
neceſſary to ſuch Conſecration and Ordering: 
Neither has it any thing, that of itſelf is Su- 
perſtitious and Ungodly. And therefore, who- 
ſoever are conſecrated and ordered, according 
| | to 


| „ 
to the Rites of that Book, ſince the Second 
Tear of the forenamed King Edward, down to 
this Time or hereafter, ſhall be conſecrated or 
ordered according to the ſame Rites ; we De- 
cree all ſuch to be rightly, orderly, and law- 
fully conſecrated and ordered. 


Ihis Article ſhews itſelf not to have been of 


King Edward's making: All thatſhis had con- 
cerning this Point, was only what was join'd 
to the Article that concern'd that Second Com- 
mon-Prayer-Book, that was publiſh'd in the 
end of the Fifth, or beginning of the Sixth 
Year of his Reign, which is this. 
„The Book lately deliver'd to the Church 

« of England by the Authority of the King 
ce and Parliament, containing the Manner and 
« Form of publick Prayer, and the Miniſtra- 
<« tion of the Sacraments in the ſaid Church 
of England. As alſo the Book publiſh'd by 
« the ſame Authority for ordering Miniſters 
<« in the Church, are both of them very pious 
« 2s to Truth of Doctrine, in nothing contra- 
* ry, but agreeable to the wholeſome Doctrine 
of the Goſpel, which they do very much 


A 


« Promote and 1Iluftrate. And for that Cauſe, - 


they are by all faithful Members of the 
« Church of England, but chiefly of the Mini- 
c ſters of the Word, with all thankfulneſs and 
< readineſs of Mind, to be received, approved 
and commended to the People of God. Dr. 


Heylin. 
5 | Queen 


{ 
| 
| 
"1 
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Queen Elizabeth's Article in ſaying, © Who- 

« ſocver are conſecrated and ordered according 
« to the Rites of that Book, ſince the Second 
« Year of King Edward VI. would have it be- 
liev'd, that King Edward's Forms of ordaining 
and conſecrating, were made in the Second Year 
of that King's Reign. (The reaſon of this, as 
will appear hereafter, was to bring in Miles 
Coverdale and John Scory for Biſhops conſecra- 
ted by it.) But this is impoſing; for King 
Edward's Forms were not made or ſpoken of, 
in the Second Year of his Reign; the antient 
Catholick Forms being then in Force, and not 
abrogated till the Parliament holden in his 
Third and Fourth Year. And when that Par- 
liament did abrogate them, yet it did not make 
any new ones. It only determin'd that certain 
new ones ſhould after be made. Such Form 
and Manner (ſays the AR) of making and 
& conſecrating, Archbiſhops, Biſhops, Prieſts 
« and Deacons, and other Miniſters of the 
« Church, as by Six Prelates, and Six other 
learned Men of this Realm, learned in God's 
Law, by the King to be appointed and af- 
« ſigned, or by the moſt Number of them 


„ ſhall be devisd for that purpoſe, and ſet 


« forth under the great Seal, before the firſt 
4 of April next coming, ſhall be lawfully ex- 
_ ** erciſed and uſed, and none other. So that 
it 1s manifeſt, that King Edward's new Form 
could not be made in his Second, Third, nor 
Fourth Year of his Reign, Nor indeed do = 


| [3] 
find any mention at all of their having been 
made before that Parliament, which was hol- 
den in his Fifth and Sixth Year, in. which 
Parliament they were authoriſed and allowed 
for Lawful and Good, and not before. And 
then upon this it was, that the Article con- 
cerning the Common-Prayer, and Book of Or- 
daining was made: So that it is prepoſterous 
in Queen Eligabeth's Article to talk of conſe- 
crating and ordaining, according to the Rites 
« of that Book of Ordination ſince his Second 
« Year, when it was not made of Three Years 
after; fs EPO &! St, 
The Deſign of Queen Eligabeth's Article, 
thus antidating King Edward's Form of Ordi- 
nation and Conſecration, is very apparent. You 
muſt know, that Fobn Scory and Miles Cover- 
dale, whom they pretend to have been Two 
of Matthew Parker's Conſecrators, were not 
made Biſhops, till after the aboliſhing of the 
antient Catholick Form of Conſecration, and 
before the new Form was deviſed; fo that they 
could be conſecrated by neither of thoſe Forms : 
For they (as both Mr. Maſon and Dr. Heylin 
tell us) were conſecrated on the Thirteenth of 
Auguſt in the Year 1551. whereas the Parlia- 
ment that abrogated the Catholick Ordinal, be- 
gan November the Fourth 1549. and ended Fe. 


Fo bruary the firſt after, which was above a Year 


and a half before there being conſecrated, And 
the Parliament which authoriſed thenew Form, 
did not begin till Zanwary the Thirteenth 1557. 

| = | which 


* 
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which was above Four Months after their pre- 
tended Conſecration ; fo that there was then, 
I fay, no Form in Being, whereby to conſecrate 
them, Nor indeed did they regard any, they 
holding at that Time, that Election only was 
all that was neceſſarv. Matthew Parker there- 
fore, and the reſt of Queen Eligabeth's Con- 
vocation, conſidering this, that thoſe Two, 
who were Parker's Confecrators, could not be 
ſaid to be conſecrated themſelves, nor to be any 
more than barely elected and appointed, to Bi- 
ſhopricks by the King, and therefore could 
have no Power or Authority fat all, to Conſe- 
crate Parker a Biſhop ; and ſuppoſing (as well 
they might) that this would be objected againſt 
him, took the boldneſs to make their new Ar- 
ticle ſpeak of conſecrating or ordaining by King 
Edward's new Forms, Three Years before they 
were deviſed. x 

The Biſhop of Sarum, to obviate this Argu- 
ment, tells us, There was a new Form of 
« Ordinations agreed on by the Biſhops in the 
« Third Year of King Edward, But that this 
Form was made in the Third Year, or before 
the Fifth, he has yet to prove, and perhaps 
knows not where to find his Evidence. Nor 
has he ſo much acquaintance with the Biſhops, 
that made it in that Third Year, as to know 
either Names or Numbers. For any thing he 
can tell, there might be but one Biſhop with 
the Six Laicks, that agreed to it; for theſe 
22 B would 
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would be the major Vote of the Twelve, whom 
the King was to appoint to deviſe it. 
But let thoſe be made in King Edward's firſt 
Year, if the Biſhop pleaſes, it matters not much, 
ſeeing they are invalid and null, in themſelves; 
as. the Reader will ſee they are, if he conſiders 
them. They are theſe, _ 

8 The Form for ordering Miniſters. 
Receive the Holy Ghoſt ; whoſe Sins thou 
„ doſt forgive, they are forgiven, and whoſe 
« Sins thou doſt retain, they are retained, And 
« be thou a faithful Diſpenſer of the Word of 
« God, and of his holy Sacraments; In the 
pF Name of the Father, G. 

The Forms for making Biſhops. 
Take the Holy Ghoſt, and remember, that 
« thou ſtir up the Grace of God, which 1s 1n 
* thee by the. Impoſition of Hands: For God 


« has not given us the Spirit of Fear, but of 


« Power and Soberneſs, 
Mr. Maſon in his Ordination of Biſhops and 
Prieſts, I. 2. c. 16. confeſſes, that any kind 
ol Words cannot poſſibly ſerve to this Inſti- 
4 tute, but only ſuch Words as are accommo- 
« dated to expreſs the Power of the Order con- 
ferr'd. When Chriſt by the Apoſtle, Tit. 1. 5, 
« commanded, that Miniſters ſhould be crea- 
« ted, his Command imply'd, that fit Words 
ce eh N In the Ordination, that is, 
% ſuch Words, as ſhould nif „ and 1 
« the * Thus he. you ; TY. 
ut 


1 e --- 

But in thoſe Proteſtant Forms are not any 
Words that can ſignify, or imply the Order 
given. The Word Prieſt or Biſhop, is not once 


nam'd, nor any Word equivalent thereto, where- 


by to ſignify and denote the Power, or Grace 
given by Impoſition of Hands, to be Sacerdotal, 
or Epiſcopal Power, For thoſe Words, (Re- 
ceive the Holy Ghoſt) as not being conjoined 
with other Words to interpret and determine, 
to what Office, Power or Grace, cannot alone 


denote or fignify, the Order of Prieſthood given, 


becauſe alone they do not expreſs it, and they 
ſignify no more than they expreſs. Nor did 


our Saviour uſe them, when he made his Apo- 
ſtles Prieſts, but ordained them by theſe Words, 


Hoc facite (Do This.) Nor when he made St. 
Peter Biſhop, for his Words to him then were, 
Paſce oves meas (Feed my Sheep, Cc.) nei- 
ther have they been ſince by the Apoſt les or 
Primitive Church, or by the Catholick Church 
at this Day, uſed -as the eſſential Form of Or- 
dination. | 

Neither do thoſe Words (whoſe Sins thou doſt 
forgive, ec.) determine the former, tho join'd 


with them, to the Power of Ordination of a 


Prieſt, but to the Faculty or Authority of giv- 
ing Abſolution, which is only an Authority 
given to Prieſts after they are made Prieſts, as - 
1s evident from our Saviour's Example, who 
ordained his Apoſtles Prieſts at his laſt Supper, 
but gave them not the Power of forgiving Sins, 


till after his Refurrection. 


\ 
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As for thoſe Words, (Be thou a faithful Diſ- 
nſer, ec.) they are no more, than what may 


be apply'd to a Deacon, They only give Au- 
thority to diſtribute the Sacrament of Chriſt's 


Body and Blood, but not to conſecrate it, nor 


| ko offer it in Sacrifice to God the Father. 


As to the Form of conſecrating Biſhops, thoſe 


Words, (Remember thou ſtir up the Grace of 
God, Ge.) do not determine the Impoſition of 


Hands to Epiſcopal Order, becauſe they expreſs 
no ſuch thing. They are only an Exhortation 
to ſuch as are already conſecrated Biſhops, as is 
manifeſt from St, Paul, who ſpoke them not to 


* Timothy, that we find, at his making him Bi- 


ſhop, but wrote them to him ſometime after. 


So that you ſee, conſider either the whole Forms 
together, or their Words apart, and there cannot 


be found in them any thing interpreting or de- 


termining, the viſible Sign, Impoſition of Hands, 


to the Power of Sacerdotal, and Epiſcopal Or- 


der; confequently are not ſufficient to ordain 


either Prieſt or Biſhop, but are null and invalid. 

And this the Church of England's Officers 
themſelves ſeem to haye been ſufficiently con- 
vinced of, when in the Year 1662, ſoon after 
King Charles I's.'Reſtoration, they rejected the 
ſaid invalid Forms of King Edward's deviſing, 
and deviſed new ones in their Places. In which 
new Forms they put expreſs and clear Words, 
to determine the Grace, and Power given by 


Impoſition of Hands, to the Office of Sacerdo- 
tal and Epiſcopal Order. And theſe are they, 


The 
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The Form of ordering Prieſts, made in 1662, 
« Receive the Holy Ghoſt for the Office and 
C Work of a Prieſt, in the Church of God, now 
« committed unto thee by the Impoſition of 
“ our Hands: Whoſe Sins thou doſt forgive, 
« they are forgiven ; and whole Sins thou doſt 
„ retain, they are retained ; and be thou a 
e faithful Diſpenſer of the Word of God, and 
* holy Sacraments. In the Name of the Fa- 
* ther, &c. 14 
The Form of Conſecrating Biſhops. 
e Receive the Holy Ghoſt for the Office, 
c and Work of a Biſhop in the Church of God, 
* now committed unto thee by the Impoſition 
e of our Hands, In the Name of the Father, 
« andof the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, And 
* remember, that thou ſtir up the Grace of 
God, which is given thee, by the impoſition 
& of our Hands ; For- God has not given us 
« the Spirit of Fear, but of Power, Love an 
“ Soberneſs. | 
Here is a vaſt difference you ſee, between 
| theſe and King Edward's Forms. This Form 
of ordaining a Prieſt ſignifies plainly to what 
end the Holy Ghoſt is given, viz, for the Of- 
fice and Work of a Prieſt in the Church of God, 
and tells the ordained, that it is“ now given 
« him by the Impoſition of their Hands, and 
this determines the whole Action to the Order 
given, ſo as plainly to denote thereby, that he 
is now made a Prieſt. And then by the imme- 
diately following Words, is given to this al- 
| ready 
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ready ordained Prieſt, the Faculty and Autho- 
rity of forgiving Sins. 
And likewiſe this Form of conſecrating a Bi- 
ſhop plainly determines, to what End the Holy 
Ghoſt is given, viz. for the Office and Work 


of a Biſhop, &c. And likewiſe by what Action 


it is given, viz. by the Impoſition of their 
Hands, And then concluding the Period, © In 
the Name of the Father, Oc. ſhews by this, 
that he is now made Biſhop, Then immedi- 
ately follows, as a diſtinct thing, the Exhor- 
tation, or putting this now made Biſhop in mind 
of ſtirring up the Grace of God, which is (al- 
ready) given him, &c. By theſe new Forms 
we find, what different ThoughtsKing Charles Il. 
Biſhops had of Prieſthood and Epiſcopacy, from 
thoſe of King Edward's, that made the firſt 
Forms, They alſo differ as far from the Biſhop 
of Sarum's Principles: For he will have nei- 
ther “ Matter, Form, nor Inſtitution, but 
* only Prayer, to make Prieſts, Paſtors and Lay- 
men, to be capable of making- them; and this 
without Impoſition of Hands too, if they pleaſe : 
For Impoſition of Hands is only a Gefture 
in Prayer, ſays he. | 
King Charles's Biſhops thought it to be more 
than only a Geſture in Prayer, when in both 
Forms (of Biſhop and Prieſt) they expreſs the 
Holy Ghoſt to be given by it. Whereby, it is 
manifeſt, that they held it to be Eſſential to the 
making of Prieſts and Biſhops. It is alſo evident 
ö ape from 


7 
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from their changing the Form, as alſo from 
Maſon's Words above, thatboth Maſonand they, 
held a fit and proper Form, ſuch an one, as 
ſhould ſignify and imply the Order given, or 
expreſs the Power of the Order conferr'd to be 
* Eſlential. | . 
If then they held both the Impoſition of 
Hands, and the Form, by which it is apply'd; 
for Eſſential to the conferring the Grace. of the 
Holy Ghoſt in Ordination, then it undeniably 
follows, that they muſt hold holy Order to be 
a Sacrament, or elſe they muſt deny their De- 
finition of a Sacrament in their Catechiſm : Be- 
cauſe in this of Order is as much, and all that 
is there required to the rendering it à Sacra- 
c ment, vis. An outward and viſible Sign, of 
an inward and ſpiritual Grace, givenunto us, 
© © ordainedby Chriſt himſelf as a means where- 
« by we receive the ſame, and a Pledge to aſſure 
ee us thereof. [fc - 
And what farther confirms us in this, of their 
holding it a Sacrament, 1s, their Cuſtom of re- 
ordaining the Miniſters and Paſtors of all other 
reformed Churches, when they happento come 
over to them, before they will admit them to 
exerciſe their Function in the Church. Which 
were abſurd and vain, if they held it for no 
more than only a human Invention or Ceremony. 
„And indeed the famous Biſhop of Derry, Dr. 
Bramhall in his Book writ in Defence of their 


© . Ordination, durſt ſpeak boldly out, and ſay ex- 
preſly, . We deny not holy Order to be a Sa- 
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u crament, and this Acknowledgtnent of his 
| | | was never once found fault with, nor ſo much 


| as one hint of any cenſure or diſlike of it, ever 
| given by any of them, ſince it was publiſh'd to 


the World! in Print. | N 
Well, ſeeing then it is own'd a Sacrament; + (| 
and fit Forms deviſed, whereby to Adminiſter , 
it, and that Biſhops only are the Miniſters of 
it ; what now can be wanting to furniſh the 
Church of England with true Prieſts and Bi- 
ſhops > 
I tell thee, Proteſtant Wader here is a great, 
ea an Eſſential want yet, and this is the want 
of Biſhops to make uſe of this Form. And 
without Biſhops to uſe it at the Impoſition of | 
their Hands, it cannot be of any uſe at all, nor 
ſignify one Straw, whoever pretend to Exer- 
ciſe it, be it never ſo Good. Becauſe, as the 
Church of England's pretended Biſhops hold, 
none but Biſhops can Ordain Prieſts, or Con- 
ſecrate Biſhops, Epiſcopacy being of Divine 
Right, Now Biſhops, they could not poſſibly 
have in Being, in the Year 1662. when. this 
new Form was made; becauſe between the 
Time of King Edward's aboliſhing the antient 
Catholick Form, and the making of this, was 
- above120YVears, during which Time there was 
no other Form in Being, but only that made 
by King Edward VI. which even themſelves 
Held null and invalid, as 1s ſhewn : So that in 
all that 120 Years Time, there could be net- 
* Prieſt nor Biſhop made, for want of a — | 
| orm 
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Form to ordain them by, Conſequently there 
could not be one Biſhop in the Church of En- 
gland in the Year 1662, to conſecrate others 
by the then new made Form. All the uſe 
therefore which has been made of it ſince, has 
been exercis'd by Lay-men; ſo that on whom- 
ſoever they have prais'd their laying on f 
Hands, and ſpeaking the new Form, they have 


left them as much Lay-men as they found _ 


them. We therefore conclude, that there 1s 
neither Prieſts nor Biſhops in the Proteſtant 
ſuppos'd Church of England. 

It was a great overſight in King Charles II's. 
Convocation not to alter, the' 36th Article, 
when they chang'd their Forms of ordaining, 

For it enjoins them yet to believe, that King 
Edward's Forms contain all things neceſſary to 
ſuch ordaining and conſecrating, when at the 
ſame Time, themſelves plainly and openly 
teſtify a contrary Belief of them, by their re- 
jeting them, and making new ones, It ſeems 
to me a very unreaſonable Impoſition-upon the 
Conſciences of People to oblige them. to 


believe for a Point of their Faith, “that 3 


e thoſe Forms contain all things neceſſary, 
when at the ſame time they are bound by their 
Practice to lay them aſide for defective and in- 
ſufficient, and to uſe others in place of them. 
To ſay thoſe firſt Forms were ſufficient, 
and contain'd all things neceſſary, is to ſay, the 
& . new ones were more than ſufficient, and that 
* whatſoever they contain more than the firſt 
hy SE, had, 


"IP 
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had, is ſuperfluous, unneceſſary, and added in 
vain, And this is to condemn the Convoca- 
tion call'd of 1662. of great Weakneſs, Raſh» 
neſs, and (as the Non-Conformiſt, will tell 
them) of great Error, and of laying till a far 
deeper Ground of an ununitable Diviſion be- 
tween the Church of England and all thoſe 
Sectaries, which deny Epiſcopacy to be of 
divine Right, . | 
Beſides, to ſay the firſt were ſufficient, is to 
ſay, that fit and fignificant Words, whereby to 
denote the Power given, and to determine the 
Impoſition of Hands to the Office, aud Grace 
intended to be conferr'd by it, are not neceſ- 
ſary, and confequentiy not neceſſary for Words 
ſufficient to determine or diſtinguiſh, whether 
that Sign be to ordain, or to confirm, or to 
abſolve the Party: For Impoſition of Hands 
is the external Sign belonging to all theſe: 
Nor whether it be to ordain him Deacon, 
Prieſt or Biſhop; for Impoſition of Hands is 
likewiſe the external Sign to all theſe. 

My next Point ſhall be to give you a ſhort 
Hiſtory of Matthew Parker's pretended Conſe- 
cration, For tho' enough is ſaid to ſhew him 
and his Succeſſors no Biſhops, yet there are 
other Reaſons which alſo teſtify as much. 
Admit that King Edward's Forms had been 
Valid, yet thoſe who impoſed Hands on Mat- 
thew Parker (Queen Elizaberb's firſt preten- 
fled Biſhop an whom all the reſt depend) were 


'  Yeyer made Biſhops themſelves by either it, or 


I any 
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any other Form, As for Coverdale and Scoyy, 
it 1s ſhewn already, that when they were made 
Biſhops, we find no Ferm in Being to conſe- 
crate them by. And as for Hodgkins, it is a 
ueſtion, whether ever there was ſuch a Man 
or no, -as ſhall be ſhewn hereafter. But ſup- 
poſing all thoſe Three to have been Biſhops, 
yet none of them were Parker's principal Con. 
ſecrator, nor pronounced the Form. So that 
their Impoſition of Hands without ſome one 
of them pronouncing the Form of Conſecra- 
tion at the ſame time, cou'd not Conſecrate 
him Biſhop; becauſe there is the ſame Neceſ- 
ſity for a Biſhop's Words in expreſſing the Form, 
as there is of his giving the Sign; and to fay 
the one is not neceſſary, is to deny the Neceſ 
ſity of both; 3 f 
Matthew Parker's principal Conſecrator was 
one Barlow, and this Barlow was never made 
Biſhop by any pretended Conſecration what- 
ſoever. Nor are there any Records in being 
in the World, that give the leaſt Hint of his 
ever being conſecrated, And fince his Conſe- 
cration is not any where regiſter d, nor found 
in any Author, it is unreaſonable to have him 
impos'd upon the Nation for a Biſhop, and for 
ſuch a one on whom muſt be built as on a Foun- 
dation, the whole Epiſcopacy, and Prieſthood of 
the dan ary Church of England, We ate there- 
foretaught-in the ſacred Scripture by the Practice 
of Nebemiab how to look upon Barlo); that 
is, as one polluted, and to be rejected as no 
Bilhop. © They (ſays the Text) fought their 
> EW * Regiſter 


| Lis ] 
| | % Regiſter among thoſe that were reckon'd by 
= Genealogy, but it was not found; therefore 
% were they as polluted, put from the Prieſt- 
hood. | | 


—_:. This Berlom is by Mr. Maſon pretended to 
* have been conſecrated in King Henry 'VIIPs, + | 


Days; but this he has yet to prove, which, 
| cannot be done by leſs Teſtimony, than the 
; producing authentick Records of his Conſecra- 
tion. But to do this, neither Maſon, Bramball, 
| nor any body elfe, ever yet pretended, For 
indeed, his Conſecration, I ſay, never was re- 
ö giſter'd; a ſufficient Argument, that he never 
j was conſecrated, and therefore no more to be 
| number'd in the Rank of Biſhops, than they | 
0 were in the Number of Prieſts, who cou'd not | 
! find themſelves recorded in their Linagme. 
| But © he diſcharg'd (ſays Mr. Maſon) all 
. things belonging to the Order of a Biſhop, 
| « even Epiſcopal Conſecration : Therefore, 
doubtleſs he was conſecrated, By the like-Form 
of Argument; Mr. Mafon might have prov'd 
ö Barlow to have been married, becauſe he kept 
ö a Woman, by whom he had a Son, and five 
Daughters; (his Daughters all married to five 
pretended Biſhops, his Son of his own Name, 
| was Prebendary of Wyyeleſcomb in the Church 
| of Welli) yet for all this, Dr. Burnet himſelf in 
his Hiſtory of the Reformation, page 276. tells 
us, and that very truly, that Barlow was ne- 
ver married. But this kind of Proof is ridicu- 
lous, as ſuppoſing that for Trath which is in 
1 N Queſtion, 


1 
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+ 
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Queſtion, and thereby begging that which 
ſhou'd be prov'd. For, unleſs Mr. Maſon firſt. 
ſuppoſe that Barlow was conſecrated himſelf, 
which is the thing in Queſtion, to ſay, that 
he help'd to conſecrate others, proves nothing 
at all, unleſs he cou'd farther prove, that Bar- 
low never did any thing in that kind, but what 
he might lawfully do. 4 03-206} - 

Secondly, Says Mr. Maſon, © he was gene- 
« rally acknowledg'd and obey'd. as a Biſhop. 
But this Argument proves nothing to the Pur- 
poſe, but a popular Error grounded upon the 
unjuſt Poſſeſſion of a Biſhoprick. Nor does his 
ſaying that Buchanan ſtil'd him Biſhop of. 
St. David's prove any more; for it is no ſtrange 
thing, that he that poſſeſſes a Biſhoprick ſhou'd 
be call'd a Biſhop. So Ridley, Hooper, Farrer 


* 


and others, were call'd Biſhops from the ſame 


Reaſon ; and yet were never conſecrated, as is 
evident, from the Judgment of both the Spiri- 
tual and Temporal. Courts, as alſo from their 


Degradation of Prieſthood only. 8 


Thirdly, To ſay “the Regiſter of Cranmer 
© [eaves Record of Barlow's Preferment to the 


Priory of Biſbam, of his Election to the Bi- 


ſhoprick of St. Aſaph,” and of his Confirmation 
of the ſame does not ſtill prove his Conſecra- 
tion: Nay, rather argues ſtrongly to the con- 
trary. For if he had ever been conſecrated, 
how is it poſſible, that his Conſecration ſhou'd 
not as well have been recorded in Cranmer's 
Regiſter, as his Election and Confirmation? 

e 


: macs 
OO 
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My 
At leaſt in the Regiſters of St. 4ſaph and St. 
David's, where he was Biſhop, ſuch his Con- 
ſecration might have been found, 

But he ſate in Parliament, ſays Maſon, and 
« was in Poſſeſſion of the Temporalities in 
« King Henry VIIPs. Time, and Harry VIII. 
„% ſays Bramball, was no Baby to be jeſted 
« with. But to this anſwer'd, that King Henry 
VIIPs. Letters Patents (cited by Maſon) 
whereby he was inſtall'd in the Temporalities 
of the Biſhoprick, make only mention of his 
Acceptation and Confirmation, but not a Word 
of his Conſecration; which, I ſay, is no little 
Argument, that he never was conſecrated : 
For, if he was as really conſecrated, as inſtall'd, 
accepted and confirm'd, why then was not his 
Conſecration, as well as his Acceptation and 
Confirmation, mention'd in the Letters Pa- 
tents? And if Barlow was inſtall'd in his Tem- 
poralities not being conſecrated, he might alſo 
fit in Parliament without Conſecration? And 


tho? King Henry was no Baby to be jeſted with, 


yet it is well enough known that he was a Man 
led meerly by his own Paſſions, not by either 
Reaſon or Religion: So that after his Breach 
with the Pope, his chiefeſt Care was to coun- 
tenance ſuch Preachers and Principles in Point 
of Doctrine as concurr'd to maintain his Su- 
premacy, to enrich him with the Spoils of 
the Church, and to vex and endamage the Pope. 


No the Hereticks of thoſe Days held and 


taught (That there is no other Prieſthood — 
N | * 


119 
the Law of Grace but Baptiſm) this Doctrine 
they grounded upon the 1ſt. Epiſt. of St. Peter, 
Chap. 2. and Apoc. 1. (Chriſt made us all a 
holy Nation, a royal Prieſthood, and Prieſts 
to his Father.) This Doctrine mult needs be 
very ſuitable to King Henry VIII's. Deſign 
of making himſelf Head of the Church in Spi- 
ritual Affairs, and poſſeſſing himſelf of the 
Temporalities: For he knew doubtleſs, that 
Prieſthood was a Quality inſeparable from a 
true Head of the Church in ſpiritual Matters, 
and other pretence to Prieſthood, than to have 
receiv'd it in, and by Virtue of his Baptiſm, 
he could not have, Which well conſider'd, 
we cannot well imagine, but he would wil- 
lingly connive at the Practice of ſuch as pre- 
tended to be Biſhops only by Election and Con- 
firmation, without Conſecration: Eſpecially, 
ſeeing Archbiſhop Cranmer himſelf was of the 
Opinion, © That in the Law of Grace there 
© needed no Conſecration, but that Election 
only was ſufficient: And indeed to permit 
Barlow to enjoy a Biſhoprick without any o- 
ther Character (ſetting aſide his being a Prieſt) 
that what he received in Baptiſm was no more, 
than his own enjoying the Eccleſiaſtical Su- 
premacy without other Sacerdotal or Epiſcopal 


Character, than what his Baptiſm conferr'd on 
Beſides, (as Dr, Champney well obſerves) if 
Barlow had been truly conſecrated, and conſe- 
quently a true Biſhop, the Queen in her Let- 
; TOE ters 
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ters Patent's for Mr. Parker's Conſecration, 


would never have put him after Antony Kit- 


chin Biſhop of Landaff. Whereas, if Barlow 
had been conſecrated Biſhop, he ſhould have 
had the Precedency, and have been plac'd be- 
fore Landaf}, as being more Antient by at leaſt 
Four Years, as is evident by Mr. Maſon's own 
Chronology, putting Arthur Buckley conſecra- 
ted, at which, he ſays, Barlow aſſiſted as Bi- 
ſhop in the Year 1541. and Antony Kitchin 
in the Year 1545. For thoſe Biſhops, who 
have not Precedency by reaſon of their Sees, 
as Landaff has not,have their Place and Rank ac- 
cording to theirAntiquity in Conſecration, which 
is always neceſſarily obſerv'd in ſuch publick and 


ſolemn Acts, as is the Conſecration of an Arch- 


biſhop for avoiding that Scandal, which would 
undoubtedly follow by inventing and confoun- 
ding of Mens Ranks and Places. And doubt- 
leſs, if Mr. Barlow had known himſelf as truly 
a Biſhop as he knew Mr. K:tchin of Landaff to 
be, he would have diſdain'd to have been his 
Second in that honourable Action, ſeeing he 
ſhould (if conſecrated) have been fo much his 
Senior Biſhop. 

Who knows not, that there is in all Arch- 
biſhops and Biſhops Sees an Office of Regiſter, 
where all the Ordinations and Conſecrations 
are recorded, to the end, that every one truly 
ordain'd, may have at all Times an authentical 
Conſtat of his Orders receiv'd? So that no Man 
can fail of Proof of his Orders: Which dili- 
l gence 
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gence there is uſed therein, by reaſon of the 


great Inconveniency that would follow, if my 


uch default ſhould happen. Seeing thereſore 
the Records of Barlow's Conſecration do not 
appear, nor yet have miſcarried by any extra- 
ordinary Accident happening to the Metropo- 


litan's Regiſters, how can he be judg'd to have 


been truly conſecrated, eſpecially, ſeeing (as is 
ſaid) Cranmer's Regiſter Records Barlow pre- 
ferr'd to the Priory of Biſham, and his Ele- 
Rion to the Biſhoprick of St. Aſaph, and the 
Confirmation of the ſame; how is it poſſible, 
I ay, that his Conſecration (if ever it had 
been) thould not have likewiſe been recorded 
in the ſame Regiſter ? Mar | 
| The Defe& in Parker's pretended Conſecra- 
tors yet farther appears from Queen Elizabeth's 
diſpenſing with all their Defects and Diſabili- 
ties in her Letters Patents, where ſhe pretends to 
ſupply by her ſupreme Authority, whatſoever 
was wanting 1n them or any of them as to their 
Condition, State or Faculty, in theſe Words: 
Supplentes nihilominùs ſupreind Authoritate no- 


rd Regid ex metro motu, & certd ſcientid no- 
 fird, ſi quid aut in is quæ juxta Mandatuin 


noſtrum prædictum per vos fient atut in vobis, 
aut veſtrum aliqud conditione, ſtatu, aut facul- 
tate, veſtris ad perfitienda præmi ſſa deſit, aut 
deerit, eorum, que per ſtatuta hujus regni, aut 
per Lege, Ecls leſules in hac parte requiruntur, 
aut neceſſaria ſunt, If the Queen had not 
been conſcious of their Deficiency, 2 
* 5 D 
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Writings, © Conlider (ſays Dr. Briftow, Mo- 


L 22 J 
been no need, nor any occaſion of her preten- 
ding to ſupply what was wanting in their Con- 
dition, State or Faculty. This want as to their 
Condition or State, could be nothing but the 
wanting of Conſecration; for it is this only, 
that changes their State. 


* 


Another Argument againſt this pretended 
Epi ſcopacy, is, that the Catholick Church from 
the beginning to this Day, never accounted 
them Biſhops ; nor does ſhe look upon thoſe 


by them ordain'd for any more than Lay. men, 


" 


as is plain from her Practice of ordaining them 


anew after the Catholick manner, and by Ca- 
tholick Biſhops, when any of them come over, 
and are to be made Prieſts in the Catholick 
Church. yy 8 
So alſo when Hooper, Farrer and Ridley, 


Were degraded, they were not degraded as Bi- 


ſhops, but only as Prieſts (for Prieſts they had 
been made in the Catholick Church, before 


- they fell.) The Biſhop of Gloceſter, when de- 


grading Ridley, tells him, * We are to deprive 
& thee (Mr. Ridley) only of Prieſthood, for we 


« know thee to be no Biſhop, To this Ridley 


was ſilent, without ever offering to aſſert any 
Epiſcopal Character of his from his pretended 
Conſecrat ion by Edward VI s. Forms, which 
argues him not to have look d upon himſelf as 

nnn ORE) 
What Judgment the Catholick Doctors of 


thoſe Times had of them, may be ſeen in their 


tie 


3 

give 21) what a Church that is, whoſe Mi- 
* niſters are but very Lay-men; unſent, un- 
* call'd, unconſecrated, holding therefore a- 
* mongſt us, when they repent and return no 
« other Place but of Lay- men: Nor indeed 
«do they expect to be admitted, unleſs they 
4 take Orders, which before they had not. 

Again, (Motive p. 166.) © In England the 
« King, and indeed alſo the Queen, gives her 
Letters Patents to whom lhe pleaſes, and 
* from that time they carry themſelves for 
* Biſhops, and begin to ordain Miniſters, 

Dr. Saunders lib. de Schiſmate Anglicans, 
ſays of Parker, and the reſt of Queen Eliza- 
beth's fancied Biſhops, ** They being deſtitute 
„of all lawful Ordination, when they were 
* commonly ſaid and prov'd by the Laws f 
England to be no Biſhops, they were con- 
& {train'd to crave the Aſſiſtance of the ſecular 
« Power, that they might receive the Confir- 
* mation of the Lay-magiſtrate in the next 
Parliament, by the Authority whereof, if 
© any thing were done amiſs, and not accor- 
&« ding to the Preſcript of the Law, or omitted 
and left undone in the former Inauguration, 
«'it might be pardon'd them: And that after 
* they had enjoy'd the Epiſcopal Office and 
Chair certain Years without Epiſcopal Con- 
* ſecration, Hence it was (ſays he) that they 
were call'd Parliament Biſhops. And p. 167. 
in England the new Clergy is made up partly 

is RO. 


Log] a 
5 of ſuch as have apoſtatiz'd from us, and 
partly of meer Lay men. 
Dr. Stapleton in his Counterblaſt againſt 
Horn the Uſurper of the Biſhoprick of Win- 


cheſter, tells him Fol. 7. 9. 301. To ſay 
é truly you are no Lord of. Wincheſter, nor 
« elſewhere, but only Mr. Robert Hoorn. Is 
eit not notorious, that you and your Col- 
& Jegues, were not ordain'd according to the 
« Preſcript, I will not ſay according to the 
Church, but even of the Statutes. How 
« then can you challenge to your ſelf the 
* Name of the Lord Biſhop of IWincheſter 2 
“ You are without any Conſecration at all of 
% your Metropolitan (Parker) himſelf, wretch- 
& ed Man, being no Biſhop neither. 
The Rhemis Doctors in their Annotations on 
the new Teſtament, Rom. 10. v. 15, tell them, 
„ That they have . themſelves, and 
* enter'd by the Window, ſhe wing, that they 
be every one from the bigheſt to the loweſt 
$ falſe Prophets, running apd uſurping, being 
„never lawfully call'd. | ET 
Nor was it Catholick Writers only that de- 
nied them to haye receiv'd their Epiſcopal Con- 
ſecration from the Roman Catholick Church, 
but even their own moſt eminent Writers af 
Queen Eligabetb's Reign diſclaim'd from all 
ſuch Pretence, which they could not have 
done, if they either had valued the Epiſcopal 
Character, or known that Parker had receiv'd 
it by Succeſſion from Catholick * r 
* een ee 
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held Epiſcopacy to be of divine Right, or be- 


| liev'd the Neceſſity of Apoſtolical Succeſſion g 


for to renounce the Conſecration and Orders of 
the Church of Rome, is to reject all theſe, 
As to their Contempt of ſuch Ordination, thug 
they declare it. X 

*I would not have you think (ſays Whita- 
„ fer cont, Dureum p. 821.) that we make 
„ ſuch reckoning of your Orders, as to hold 
4 Our own Vocation unlawful without them, 
« and therefore keep your Orders to yourſelves. 
And in another Place, ſays he, We fay their 
« Miniſtry was corrupted, and therefore we 
& ought not to be made or created Biſhops 


é them, Our Biſhops and Miniſters, altho? 


& they are not ordain'd by Papiſtical Biſhops, 

yet they are orderly and lawfully ordain'd. 
Dr. Fulk's Anſwer to a Counterfeit Catho- 

lick, p. 50. 67, © You are much deceiv'd, ſays 


„ he, if you think we eſteem your Offices of 


« Biſhops, Prieſts and Deacons, any better 
* than Lay-men, and you preſume too much 
„ to think, that we receive your ordering ta 
ic be lawful. Again with all our Hearts, we 
« defy, abhor, deteſt, and ſpit at your ſtink- 
« ing, greaſy, antichriſtian Orders. Fulk's Re- 
lentive. c. 11. p. 365. 366. | 
Sutclff in his Anſwer to Exceptions, p. 87. 
ſays. © The Roman Church is not the true 
“ Church, having no Biſhops nor Prieſts at 
all, but only in Name. They would never 


k Y. wor 
have writ thus, ] fay, if they had believ'd * 
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ker to have receiv'd an EpHicopal Power from 
the Church of Rome. 
| Beſides, it was their Doctrine, and an uni- 
verſal Cry among them at that time, that the 
Church of Rome was in Apoſtacy, and drown'd 
in damnable Idolatry; that Rome was the 
Whore of Babylon, the Pope Anti-chrift, his 
Biſhops and Prieſts the Limbs of Anti-chriſt, 
G. Their Homilies, their Expoſitions, and 
Annotations upon the Revelations, and all their 
Writings of thoſe Days, even from the be- 
ginning in King Edward VPs. Time, till after 
King James I. came to the Crown, ran alto- 
gether in this Strain. - Which Charge of Anti- 
chriſtianiſm, Apoſtacy and Idolatry, is incon- 
ſiſtent with Apoſtolical Succeſſion of Biſhops 
and Prieſts, and with all Chriſtian Prieſthood: : 
For it cannot be ſuppos'd; that Anti- chriſt can 
either convey down to us the true Chriſtian 
Prieſthood, or be capable of ordaining Prieſts 
and Biſhops in the Chureh of God; and this 
is own'd by Proteſtants of the Church of En- 
gland themſelves, as Burnet ſhews us, where 
| on lays p. 230. % Some among ourſelves have 
_ « alfo thought, that we muſt either renounce 
4 that Charge, or that we muſt deny the Poſſi- 
4 bility of Salvation in ttiat Church, and in 
* conſequence to that conclude, that neither 
the Baptiſm nor the Orders of that Church 
are valid. I fay therefore, that *tis- not to 
be'imagitd, that thoſe firſt Prote ants * for a- 
ol * half an Age together, would either — 
ten 
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tend to, or endeavour. to ſeek after (as abſolute-. 
ly neceflary to the Conſtitution of their 
Church) an Epiſcopal Succeſſion, and Conſecra- 
tion from the Biſhops. of the Church of Rome, 
whom they. held for Anti-chriſtian Idolaters 
ſo that we muſt, ſuppoſe Parker's pretended 
Conſecrators never to have been willing to have 
been made Biſhops, even by Cranmer himſelf, 
by any Power of conſecrating them pretended 

to have been deriv'd to him from his Conſe- 
crators in the Church of Rome. Neither can, 
it be imagin'd, that if Parker had in his Time 
pretended to have receivd any ſuch Conſecra- 
tion, as muſt have convey d to him an Epiſco- 
pal Character and Power from the Roman 
Churches Epiſcopacy ; that he, Jewel, Hoorn, 
Whitaker, Full, Sutclff, Spark, and the reſt, 
would have branded the Pope and Roman Epiſ- 
copacy: with the Character of Anti- chriſt; be- 
cauſe this had been to deſtroy their own Pre- 
tence to Prieſthood and Epiſcopacy. I do not 
ſay for all this, but that the Queen (who in 
her own Thoughts was much better principled 
towards Epiſcopacy. than themſelyes were) d 
ſir'd to have her new Biſhops elect conſecrate 
by Cathglick Biſhops zud the Catholick Forms: 
For, her Ambition was, that her new reform'd 
Congregation of England ſhould. bear the Face 
of a Church, and have it in an Epiſcopacy and 
true Prieſthood, which ſhe knew the Foreign 
Reform'd wanted; and it was; in Compliance 
with her (not from any good Principles of their 
RTE own) 


| [ 28 ] | 
own) that Parker and his Collegues, made fo 
much ſuit to Catholick Biſhops for Conſecra- 
tion, as ſhall be ſhewn hereafter, 
Another Argument againſt their. Epiſcopacy 
(at leaſt againſt the Legality of it) is, That 


till the Eighth Year of Queen Elizabeth, they 


were never look'd upon as Biſhops in the Eye 
of the Temporal and Civil Law. Of thoſe made 
in King Edward's Time, Brook in his Novel 
Caſes printed cum Privilegio Anno 1604. writes 
thus. © It is faid, that the Biſhops created in 
c the Time of King Edward VI. were not con- 
« ſecrated, and therefore were not Biſhops; 


« and for this Reaſon, the Locations of Lands 


<« for certain Terms of Years by them made, 
c tho* confirm'd alſo by Dean and Chapter, 
« did not oblige the Succeſſor, becauſe ſucti 
had never been Biſhops. 

We are to obſerve here, that the Reaſon 
given why the Law did not look upon them 
as Biſhops, was, © becauſe they were not con- 
& ſecrated. Ridley, the pretended Biſhop of 
London, was convinc'd of this, when after his 
Degradation from his Prieſthood, he peti- 
« tjon'd, that thoſe Locations which he had 
«© made for certain Terms of Years, might re- 
« main valid and firm to the Poſſeſſor. But if 
he had been or believ'd himſelf Biſhop, he need- 
ed not to have begg'd this as a Favour, but 
have demanded it as his Right: vis, Fox in 
his Acts and Monuments. 


we 
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We find alſo in that Caſe between Robert Hoorn 
the pretended Biſhop of Wincheſter and Dr. Bon- 
ner, the Catholick Biſhop of London, that the 
Law could not regard Hoorn as a Biſhop 3 and no 
doubt, from the ſame reaſon given by Brook, 
ee becauſe he had not been conſecrated. The 
Caſe was this. Hoorn tender'd the Oath of Su- 
premacy to Biſhop Bonner, deſigning upon his 
refuſal to bring him under a Premunire. The 
Biſhop refus'd this Oath; upon which Hoorn 
Proceeds againſt him in the Court of King's 
Bench, accuſing him there of denying that Oath 
by him tender d. Biſhop Bonner deny'd not 
the Fact, but pleaded, that he had not incurr'd 
thereby the Penalty inflicted by the Law for 
refuſing the Oath, becauſe it was nut lawfully 
tender'd him: Becauſe Robert Hoorn, who of- 
fer'd it to him, was no Biſhop when he tender'd 
it; and by the Law no Eccleſiaſtical Perſon, 
who is not 2 Biſhop, has Power to tender the 
Oath. Upon this the Judges of the Kingdom 
met together in Judge Catalin's the Lord Chief 
Juſtices Chamber at Sergeant's-Inn, to conſult 
of the Matter, and after all, were forced to ad- 
mit Biſhop Bonner's Plea for Good, as appears 
from their letting the Matter fall, without any 
farther Procels againſt him upon that Affair. 
What Reaſon then can there be for impoſing 
> Parker, Jewell, Hoorn, Grindal, and the reſt of 
that ſort, upon the Nation for Bifhops, when 
even the Proteſtant Judges and Laws of the 
Kingdom, in their own Time, could not take 
E ">, _—_— 
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them. for fa nor wa upon them as ſuch > 
If they had been really conſecrated Biſhops, 
neither Law nor Goſpel could have Wepy © them 
to be Biſhops. ' 
They finding by this, that for want of Epil. 
copacy, they were uncapable of the Privileges 
and Prerogatives, of thoſe depoſed and true Bi- 
ſhops, into whole Sees they had intruded them- 
__ were forced to apply themſelves to.the 
next Parliament, petitioning there to be declar d 
by a Parliamentary Act, what the Nation could 
not take them for without it; and I may ſay, 
Nor ought to take them for with it: For 
Teeing they were not Biſhops before, (as thoſe 
5 — could not ſay they were) it is not a Par- 
amentary Statute that can really make them 
Biſhops. The Law declaring them what the 
are not, cannot thereby make them what it 4 
firms them to be. However, they got the Act 
paſs d, and ſign'd by the Queen. And this is it. 
Anno viii. Eliz. c. 1. ä 
Our Sovereign Lady the * s moſt Excel- 
tent Majeſiy, being moſt juſtly and lawfully in- 
veſted, and having in her Majeſties Order and 
Diſpoſition, all the ſai i ſdiftions, Powers 
and Authorities aver the State, Eccleſrafl zaſtical and 
Temporal, as well in Caſes Eccleſ ſaſtical as Tem- 
poral, &c. Hath by her ſupreme Authority at 
divers Times, ſince 175 beginning of her Ma- 
jeſties Reign, cauſed divers 75 and well 
learned Men, to be duly elected, made and con- 
ſecreted, Archbiſhops and Biſpops, &c. — 
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to ſuch Order and Form, and with ſuch Cere- 

monies in and about their Conſecration, as were 

allow and ſet forth by the ſaid As, Sta- 
tures and Orders, annexed to the ſaid Book of 

Common. Prayer. And farther, for the avoiding" 

| of all Ambignities and Queſtions, that mig bit he 

| | * objefted againſt the lawful Confirmations, inve-. 

fing and conſetrating, of the ſaid Archbiſhops 
and Biſhops e Her Highneſs in her Letters Pa- 

tente under the great Seal of England, directed 
to any Archbiſhop," Biſhop or others, for the con- 
firming, inveſting and conſecrating, f any Per- 
ſon elected to the Office or Dignity, of any Arch- 
biſhop or Biſhop, has not only ud ſuch Words 
and Sentences, as were accuſtomd to be us\\ 
|, #y the ſaid King Harry and King Edward, in 
their like Letters Patents made for ſuch Cauſes,” 

"| * but alſo has us'd, and put in her Majeſties ſaid” 
Letters Patents, divers other general Words 
and Sentences, whereby her” Highneſs, b) her 
ſupreme Power and Authority, has diſpeni'd” 

it h al Cauſes or Doubts, of any*Imperfefions* 
or - Diſabilities, that can, or may, in any wiſe," © 
be objected againſt the ſame, &c. So that to 
all thoſe, that will well conſider of the Effet, 

" 7 and true intent of the ſaid Laws and Statutes, 

and of the ſupreme and abſolute Authority of. 

the Queen's Highneſs, and which ſbe by her Ma 

Jefties ſaid Letters has us'd and put in uſe, in 

and about the making and conſecrating of the 

ſaid Archbiſhops and Biſhops : Tt is, and may be, 
very evident and apparent, that no Cauſe of 
e Tye. en 
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Scruple, Ambignity or Doubt, can, or may juſtly, 
be bend gift the ſaid Elections, Ce 
tions, or Conſecrations. Wherefore for the more 
plain Declaration of the Premiſes, and to the 
intent, that the ſame may be better known to 


every of the Queen's Subjects, whereby ſuch 


evil ſpeaking, as heretofore has been us'd againſt 
the high State of Prelacy, may hereafter ceaſe : 
Be it now declard and enacted, that all Per- 
ſons, that have been, or ſhall be made, ordered, 
or conſecrated, Archbiſhops, Biſhops, Prieſts, or 
Minifters of God's boly Word and Sacraments, 
on Deacons, after the Form and Order, pre- 
ſerib'd in the ſaid Order and Form, how Arch- 


y biſhops, Biſhops, &c. ſhould be conſecrated, 
made and ordained, be in very Deed, and alſo 


by Authority bereof declar'd and enacted to be, 
and (ball'he, Archbiſhops, Biſhops, Prieſts, &c. 
and rightly made, order'd and conſecrated, any 
Statute, Law, Canon, gr other thing to the 
contrary notwithſianding, Thus the Act of 
Parliament, and from this it is, that they got 


the Name of Parliament Biſhops, 


The Queen's Diſpenſation before named, and 
this Act of Parliameni, are together a convincing 
Argument, that there were Imperfections and 


Difabilities, to be diſpeng'd with. Elſe to what 


purpoſe is all this thing of diſpenſing? It ar- 
gues alſo, that the Queen and Parliament, yea, 
and the pretended new Biſhops themſelves, were 


Conſcious and Senſible of thoſe Imperfections 
and Diſabilities ; For jt had been a vain War 
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and unbecoming the Queen and Parliament's 
great Wiſdom to ifſue out Diſpenſations for 
Things, that neither needed nor required dif. 
penſing with, And this muſt be more than on- 
ly the [Uegality of King Edward's Form, as ap- 
pears from the Queen's Letters Patents, diſ- 
penſing with the Defects in the Faculty, State 
and Condition, of the Conſecrators, with their 
Imperfections and Diſabilities, as this Act ex- 
preſſes it; all which are Things different and 
plainly diſtinct from the Forms IIlegality. If 
then Parker's Conſecrators were wanting in their 
Faculty, State and Condition, and that ſo far, 
as to render them imperfect and unable, to make 
him Biſhop, then it is certain, that he could 
not be made Biſhop by them; for they could 
not do what they were not able to do, or not 
capable of doing. | | 

And ſeeing by his fancied Conſecration, whe- 
ther at the Naggs-bead by John Scory, or at 
Lambeth by William Barlow, could not make 
him Biſhop; we cannot tell how to take him 
for Biſhop, till it can be proved, that either the 
Queen, by her ſuppos d ſupreme and abſolute 
Authority in Spirituals, or the Parliament b 
this Act, had the Spiritual Power and Juriſdi- 
ction, of conſecrating and making him Biſhop, 
nor can we believe, that this peremptory ena- 
Ring him to be, and affirming that be {ball be. 
Archbiſhop, rightly made, ordered and conſecra- 
ted, could make him one, till it be proved, 
that a Porlomet of Loy-men as tha was) an 
| . 5 N Aal 
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Make, Order and Conſecrate, Archbiſhops, Bi- | 
. ſhops, Oc. by a Parliamentary Right. 
I ſaid above, that the Queen was defirous to 
have her Eccleſiaſtical Body appear under the 
Face of a Church, by having in it a true Prieſt- 
hood and Epiſcopacy : which, ſhe knew could 
not be without Epiſcopal Confecration from the 
Catholick Biſhops. Her many Endeavors there- 
fore were to procure this: And in an Hypocri- 
tical Compliance with her, Mr. Parker, Jewell, 
Grindal, Hoorn, &c. tho! they hated Epiſcopa- | 
cy as Anti-chriſtian, yet endeavoured to procure 
It to themſelves; conſidering alſo, that it would 
Procure them the greater Authority, among the 
wiſer ſort of People. 
N Now. both they and the Queen, knew very 
| well that Catholick Bifnops would never yield 
to Conſecrate them by King Edward's new in- 
vented Form of Conſecration, which but a while 
before they had aboliſh'd as invalid; and there- 
fore when they received King Edward's A& a- 
bout the Common-Prayer, which Queen Mary 
had repeal'd, they revived it only as to that 
part of the Act, which related to the Common- 
Prayer; but left that other part of it, which 
related to King Edward's Book of Ordination and 
Conſecration, ſtill under Repeal and unreviv'd ; 
intimating by this to the Catholick Biſhops, that 
ſhe (the Queen) was for an Epiſcopacy truly 
conſecrated by the eminent Catholick Grdinal, 
and not made only by Election, as her Brother 
ety Biſhops (as they. called, themſelves)! 


Or 
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or Superintendent (for this Name they affected 

alſo) were. Fa | 
And now that the Catholick Form of Conſe. 
cration is left in Force by the Queen and her 
firſt Parliament, the next thing to be done, is 
to prevail with ſome of the old Catholick Bi- 
ſhops to make ule of it, and Conſecrate ſome of 
her new elected by it. | 
This neither the Queen nor the elected, could 
with any great Confidence require of the Ca- 
tholick Biſhops, becauſe ſhe had but a little 
while before depos'd them from their Epiſco- 
pal Sees for denying her nes and theſe 
new elected were to be intruded into their 
Places. They thought good therefore, rather 
than hazard a Repulſe from the depos'd Biſhops, 
to apply themſelves to Dr. Creagh Archbiſhop 
of Armagh in Ireland, who at that Time was 
Priſoner in the Tower of London, promiſing his 
Liberty and great Rewards, if he would Con- 
ſecrate Matthew Parker. vid. Dr. Saunders lib. 
de Schiſm, Angli. & Dr. Champney. But the 
good Biſhop utterly deny'd their Requeſt, chu- 
ſing rather to die in Priſon, than to buy his 
Freedom at the Price of his Conſcience, in com- 
mitting ſo great a Sacriledge, as that of conſecra- 
ting Schiſmaticks and Hereticks. 5 
Failing in this, the Queen reſolv'd to try, if 
poſſibly her Authority might prevail with ſome 
of the depos'd Catholick Biſhops; whereupon 
ſhe (as the Lambeth Records ſay, but how tru- 
1y you may judge afterwards) ifſu'd out a Com- 
| miſſion 
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miſſion for Parker's Conſecration, dire&ing 1 
to Biſhop Tunſtal of Durbam, Biſhop Bourne of 
Bath, Biſhop Pole of Peterborough, and Biſhop 
Kitchin of Landaff, Four Catholick Biſhops, 
only he of Landaff. was become a Schiſmatick 
by taking the Oath, of Supremacy; To theſe 
ſhe allo joyn'd Barlow and Scory in that Com- 
miſſion. But thoſe Catholick Biſhops being of 
the ſame Mind with the Biſhop of Armagh, were 
not to be work'd upon, it ſeems. For 
Sometime after comes out another Commiſſion 
from the Queen, directed to the ſaid Antony Kir- 
cbin Biſhop of Landaſ (for there was ſtill ſome 
Hopes of prevailing with him, knowing him too 
weak a Man, as had not courage to refuſe the 
Oath of Supremacy) with him in this Commiſ- 
ſion were join'd Barlow, Scory,, Coverdale, 
Hodgkins and Bale. of this Bale we never 
hear any more mention. | 
The Biſhop of Landaff found himſelf now be- 
tween Two dangerous Points; the one he could 
not avoid, without running upon the other. To 
act in Parker's Conſecration he was unwilling, 
ſeeing the reſt of the Catholick Biſhops with 
himſelf, in the former Commiſſion, had refus'd 
it, as a thing unlawful to be done: And to de- 


* ny acting in it, he knew would be to diſoblige 


the Queen, in whoſe Favour he yet ſtood. He 
therefore reſolv'd of the Two, to wave off the 
Checks of Conſcience, and to comply with the 
Queen in conſecrating Parker; on this Condi- 
tion, it ſeems, that it might be done in Laval 
ae. 
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and not in a publick Church ; for though he 
could force his Conſcience, whether it would 
or no, to ſuffer his Performance of it, yet he 
could not prevail with Confidence and Courage, 
to do it publickly ; nor perhaps was Parker wil · 
ling to have it noiſed too much, before he got 
it effected, leaſt ſome ſtop might ſtill be put to 
it, by ſome of the Catholick Biſhops over-ru- 
ling Landaff, who, he knew was unſtable e- 
nough in his Reſolutions, 

Whether upon theſe Confiderations, or on 
what other Motives it was, it matters not much. 
They agreed with Landaff to have the Conſe- 
cration performed in a Tavern, where none but 
thoſe concern'd might have notice of it, till it 
was over. However, the Matter was not ſo pri- 
vately carry'd, but Dr. Bonner the depoſed Ca- 
tholick Biſhop of London got notice of the De- 
ſign : Upon which he ſent his Chaplain Mr, 
Neale to forbid the Biſhop of Landaff under pain 
of Excommunication to exerciſe any ſuch Pow. 
er within his Dioceſs, or to proceed to the Con. 
ſecration of thoſe Men. This turn'd Landaff 
quite off from his Deſign and put a ſtop to his 
Proceeding. 
Parker and his Fellows, being thus balk'd of 
their Expectations, and now therefore out of 
all further Hopes or Proſpe& of ever receiving 
Conſecration from the Hands of any Catholick 
Biſhop, reſolv'd to make the beſt of a bad Mar- 
ket, and to content themſelves with what Sort 
of Conſecration they could have from the Pro- 

F | teſtant 
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teſtant Superintendants, who had ſupply'd the 
Places of Biſhops in the Days of King Edward 
VI. Hereupon Parkey apply'd himſelf to John 
Scory, one who had been a Prieſt truly ordain'd 
in the Catholick Church, and turning over to 
Proteſtancy, had been by King Edward's Ap- 
pointment preferr d to a Biſhoprick, but (as is 
ſaid) without Epiſcopal Conſecration hy any 
known Form. This Scory undertook the Of- 
fice, and conſecrated Parker and the reſt, not 
by the Catholick Form, for this was contrary 
to his Principle) nor by King Edward's Form 
(for this was by the Queen deſignedly left re- 
maining, unlawful and unreſtor'd, after Queen 
Mary's Repeal of it, as is ſaid) but by a new 
extemporary Form of his own deviſing. And 
thus began the Church of England's Epiſcopacy, 
which was afterwards perfected by the Queen's 
Letters Patents of Diſpenſation, and ſupply of 
Diſabilities, and by an Act of Parliamet, as is 
ſaid above. | | 
As to a fuller Relation of that Nagg's-head 
Affair, I ſhall for the Reader's farther Satis- 
faction ſet it down, as I find it reported by 
Dr. Champney in his Treatiſe of the Vocation 
of Miniſters ; 
| « Becauſe, ſays he, this particular touches 
« directly the Matter in Queſtion, I will here 
& ſet down the whole Action of the Conſecra- 
“ tjon of all the firſt Biſhops made in the be- 
© ginning of Queen Eligabeth's Reign, poiz'd 
« by the Relation of ſuch as were preſent 
5 « therear. 


'® 


1 
<« thereat. At the Nagg's- bead Tavern in Cheap- 
« {ide by accorded Appointment, met all thoſe 
&« who were nominated for Biſhopricks, vacant 
„ either by Death, as was that of Canterbury 
e only, or by unjuſt Depoſition, as were all 
« the reſt. Thither came alſo the old Biſhop 
« of Landaff to make them Biſhops, which 
e thing being known to Dr. Bonner Biſhop of 
« London, then Priſoner, he ſent to the Bi- 
« ſhop of Landaff forbidding him under Pain 
« of Excommunication to exerciſe any ſuch 
« Power within his Dioceſs, as to Order thoſe 
« Men. Wherewith the old Biſhop being ter- 
c ritied, and otherwiſe alſo mov'd in his own 
« Conſcience, refus'd to proceed in this Action, 
« alledging chiefly for Reaſon of his forbea- 
« rance his Want of Sight, as is ſaid before. 
% Which Excuſe they interpreting to be but an 
« Evaſion, where much mov'd againſt the poor 
« old Man; and whereas hitherto they had 
* us'd him with all Courteſy and Reſpect, they 
then turn'd their Copy, reviling him, and 
« calling him doating Fool, and the like; ſome 
i of them ſaying (this old Fool thinks we can- 
% not be Biſhops, unleſs we be greas'd) to the 
“ Diſgrace, as well of him, as to the Catho- 
„ lick Manner of Conſecration. Being, not- 
% withſtanding thus deceiv'd of their Expe- 
« ctation. and having no other means to come 
eto their deſire, they reſolv'd to uſe Mr. Sco- 
&« ry's help, who having barn the Name of Bi- 
* ſhop in King 8 Time, was thought 
2 wel < 
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4 to have ſufficient Power to perform that Of. 
« fice, eſpecially in ſuch a great Neceſſity; he 
having caſt off, together with his religious 
Habit, (for he had been a religious Man) all 
 Scruple of Conſcience, willingly went about 
* the Matter, which he perform'd in this Sort, 
Having the Bible in his Hand, and they 
all kneeling before him, he laid it upon every 
„one of their Heads or Shoulders, ſaying, 
* (Take thou Authority to preach the Word 
of God ſincerely) and fo they roſe up Biſhops, 
6 This whole Relation (ſays he) I my ſelf 

& have heard from the venerable Prieſt Mr. 
Thomas Bluet, a grave, learned and prudent 
& Man, who has often aſſur'd me, that he had 
„ heard it from Mr, Neal, a Man of great Pro- 
be bity and Learning, formerly Profeſſor of the 
« Hebrew Tongue in the Univerſity of Oxford, 
& and then when that happen'd, belong'd to the 
« Family of Biſhop Bonner, who ſent him to 
« the Biſhop of Lanaaff to prohibit and charge 
cc him under Pain of Excommunication, not 
ce to meddle in that ſacrilegious Conſecration 
„ and he faid alſo, that the Biſhop order'd him 
«to remain there to ſee what the Matter at 
-  Jaſt would come to, and what would be its 
« Tue; So that he was an Eye-witneſs of all 
ti that happen'd in that Matter, And of this 
* Relation there are as many Witneſſes, as there 
cc arg Prieſts now living, who were Priſoners 
* for the Faith, together with the ſaid Mr, 
* Bluet in Wifbich Caſtle, in which —_ 
3 al 
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& alſo have heard the ſame from him. Thus 
« Dr, Champney. * | 
Cbriſtopber Sacroboſto, who was Priſoner 
with Mr, Blue: in Wiſbich Caſtle, relates alſo 
the whole Story as he had it from him; which 
Relation of Sacroboſto's Mr. Maſon puts down 
in his Book of Ordination. 

Fitz Simons alſo, Britan, p. 310, gives a Rela. 
tion of this merry Conſecration, which Mr. Ma- 
ſon alſo takes Notice of fol. 339. and Dr. Henry 
Conſtable relates it in a Manuſcript of his, 
which Dr. Champney obſerves, where he af- 
firms, that / not only Catholicks of intire Cre- 
« dit who were Eye- witneſſes of it, but alſo - 
& Zobn Stow, who has diligently exainin'd after 
6 all the Circumſtances of; (tho? he durſt not 
« give the Relation of it in his Chronicle) 
have teſtified the ſame Thing, : 

It is very probable, that the Odium and In- 
dignation that Srow had to this Nagg's-bead 
Buſineſs, with the Fear, and perhaps Prohibi. 
tion of expoſing to future Ages what the Actors 
as well as the Queen herſelf had Reaſon to be 
aſham'd of, was the Reaſon, why he never 
once mentions Parker's Conſecration at all: 
Whereas, if it had been ſo fairly aRed above 
board, as the Lambeth Regiſter would ſeem to 
make out, there could have been no Cauſe why 
Stow ſhould not have recorded it in his Chro- 
nicle, He takes particular Notice of the Con- 
ſecration of Cardinal Pole, Parker's immediate 
Predeceſſor, with ſeveral leſſer Circumſtances, 

as 
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as of his receiving the Pall, and the Day on 
which he ſaid his firſt Maſs; all which things, 
conſidering they were not different from the 
Manners and Cuſtoms of former Archbiſhops, 
could be but ordinary Occurrences in reſpe& of 
Parker's Conſecration, which was ſo ſingular, 
that as Maſon owns, it was different from all 
the Conſecrations, which had been from St. Au- 


guſtins Time to that Day. Stow's putting down 


that of Cardinal Pole, ſhews, that he did not 


| omit Parker's thorough Forgetfulneſs. It may 
+, reaſonably be conjectur'd, that the Cauſe of his 
Silence in ſo great and moſt remarkably ſignifi- 


cant a Matter, as was the Conſecration of the 
very firſt Proteſtant Archbiſhop, that ever was 
created in the See of Canterbury, muſt proceed 
from ſome extraordinary Matter, and from no- 
thing more likely than a deſire of having ſo 
ſhameful and ſo deteſtable a Tranſaction, as that 
of the Nage's-head buried in Oblivion. 

What the more confirms us in this conje- 
cture, is the ſilence alſo of Raphael! Hollinſhead 


who, tho' another famous Chronologer of that 


Time, yet never once mentions Parker's Con- 
ſecration, It cannot be imagin'd, that both 
theſe, with all the other Writers of Queen E- 
lizabetb's Reign, eſpecially the famous Cambden, 
ſhould all omit not only Parker's Conſecra- 
tion, but the Conſecrations of all the reſt of 
Queen Eligabeth's firſt Biſhops, without ſome 
remarkable and extraordinary Reaſon of their 
ſilence, | 

The 


„ 

The Author of a Treatiſe intituled (Of the 
Nature of the Catholick Faith and Hereſ, 50 
printed at Roten anno 1657. affirms, © that he 
« himſelf has ſpoken with both Catholicks and 
« Proteſtants, that remember'd near Ei 
« Years, and acknowledg'd, that ſo long they 
« had heard the Nagg's- head Story related for 
« an undoubted Truth. 

And in a Book entituled (The Nulli of the 
Proteſtant Clergy of England) which gives a 
full oe 0 * Matter, is the Poſtſcript of 
it, © Since the finiſhing of the Point, I = 
« had occifion.to find out ſome Particulars, 
« exc, Mr. Abbot of Canterbury ſhew'd to . 
« Faircloath certain Records (meaning the Lam- 
« beth Regiſter.) But Mr. Plowden, yet living, 
« does depoſe, that he had it from F. Fair. 
« cloatb's own Mouth, with whom he liv'd 
« many Years an intimate Friend. This enſuing 
& Anſwerof F. Faircloatb's to Abbot. My Lord, 
« ſaid he, my Father was a Proteſtant, and 
de kept a Shop in Cheapſide, and aſſur d me, 
« that himſelf was preſent at Parker's and the 
« firſt Proteſtant Biſhops Conſecration at the 
60 * Foes s head in Cheapſide, &c. This ſup- 
s'd, my Lord, I cannot but judge this is 

2 forg'd Regiſter, Thus much of the Nagg's- 
head Conſecration. 

And this leads us now to the Conſideration 
of the Lambeth Records, and Regiſter of Mat- 
thew Parker's ſuppos'd Conſecration. If the 
Report of the Nagg's-head Buſineſs be _ 
then 
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then the Lambeth Regiſter muſt be taken for a 
forg'd Inſtrument, unleſs it can be ſuppos'd, 
that he was conſecrated in both Places, which 
is not very likely, tho* not impoſſible, Per- 
haps that ſhameful Frolick at the Naggs-head 
being bluſh'd at, and repented of, when in 
cooler Temper, they might procure a more 
grave and formal Conſecration at Lambeth by 
Barlow, Scory, Coverdale and Hodgekins, Which 
if they did, yet the Coherence of the Lambeth 
Records all things conſider'd, rather detracts 
from, than adds to the Credit of it, as will ap- 

ar from the following Examination of them, 
The firſt Time that thoſe Lambeth Records 
or Regiſter of Parker's Conſecration came to 
light, was in the Year 1613. when Dr. 4bbor 
was Archbiſhop of Canterbury, in the Reign of 
King Fames I. and was publiſh'd to the World 
in print by one Mr. Maſon, Chaplain to the 
ſaid Dr. Abbot, in his Book writ by way of Dia- 
logue, entituled (De Conſecratione Epiſcoporum 
Ecclefie Dei, eorum Succeſſione, Furiſdictione, 
&c,) He relates the Matter thus. | 

% Queen Mary died in the Year 1558. the 
« Seventeenth of November; and the ſelf ſame 
« Day died Cardinal Pole Archbiſhop of Can- 
* zerbury, and the very ſame Day Queen Eliza- 
« beth was proclaim'd. The Fifteenth of Ja. 
de nary next following was the Day of Queen 
« Elizabeth's Coronation, when Dr. Oglethorp 
* Biſhop of Carliſle was ſo happy, as to ſet the 
| n 
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Diadem of the Kingdom upon her Royal 
% Head. 

Nou the See of Canterbury continu'd void 
ce till December following, about which time, 
e the Dean and Chapter having receiv'd the 
« Conge d Eſlire, elected Mr. Dr. Parker for 
« their Archbiſhop, according to the ancient 
«© Manner, and laudable Cuſtom of the ſaid 
% Church, anciently us'd, and inviolably ob- 
& ſerv'd. After which orderly perform'd, and 
e ſignified according to the Law, it pleas'd her 
& Highneſs to ſend her Letters Patents of Com- 
& miſſion for his Confirmation and Conſecra- 
« tion, to Seven Biſhops, Six whereof were 
e lately return'd from Exile. Antony Landaf, 
« William Barlow, Fobn Scory, Miles Cover- 
LY © dale, John Suſfragan of Bedford, Fobn Suſfra- 
„ gan of Thetford, and John Bale Biſhop of Ofry. 
= *© (Then ſays he) to take away all Scruple, 
I will faithfully deliver unto you out of au- 


* thentical Records, both the Day when he was 


V conſecrated, and the Perſons by whom, vis, 
= - | William Barlow, 
= Anno 1559. M. Parker Cant. John Scory. 
Conſ. 17. December. by Y miles Coverdale. 
John Hodgkins, 
= Thus Mr. Maſon relates the Matter, and 
5 Gon for it in bis Margent. (Ex Regiſt. M. Par- 
er.) | 


The firſt thing to be here obſerv'd, is, that 


the Dean and Chapter (2 Conge d Eſlire) now 


for the Records to ſay Matthew Parker was 
G | elected 


. 
* i * 9 
Lo . 
- 
% 


| 
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elected by Conge PEſiire, muſt needs be fuch a 
flaw in them, as cannot be imagin'd to have 
happen'd in an authentick and genuine Regi- 
ſter, which in the Relation of the Matter of 
Fact, cannot but Record it as it was actually 
done: At that time there was no ſuch thing in 
uſe as a (Conge d Eſlire) it being contrary, not 
only to the King and Queen's Supremacy, but 
alſo to the Statutes and Laws of the Land then 
in Force; as that of the 25 Henry VIII. c. 20. 
reviv'd in the firſt Year of this Queen's Reign : 
Stat. Anno 1 Elig. c. 1, where it is enacted, 
that at every Vacancy of any Archbiſhoprick or 
Biſhoprick, the King (or Queen) ſends © a Let- 
«© ter Miſlive, containing the Name of the Per- 
“ ſon, which they (the Dean and Chapter) 
« ſhall ele& and chuſe, G. And the faid 
<« Dean and Chapter, e*c. ſhall with all Speed 
and Celerity in due Form elect and chuſe the 
« ſaid Perſon nam'd in the ſaid Letter Miſſive 
<* to the Dignity and Office of Archbiſhoprick 
% or Biſhoprick ſo being void, and none other. 
By this Statute therefore is taken away that 


free Liberty of Election, which us'd to be 


granted to the Dean and Chapter by the Conge 
d Eſlire; for by the Conge d' Eſlire, there was 
always granted to them a Liberty at their plea- 
ſure to chuſe whom they thought fit, at leaſt, 
of Two Perſons propos d, to chuſe the one, and 
leave the other, at their Freedom. But the Sta- 
tute having inſtead of this free Choice by Conge 
d Eſlire, appointed the Dean and Chapter 1 
. pitc 


[ 47 ] 
pitch upon only him whom the Letter Miſſive 
ſhould name, and Matthew Parker being there- 
fore appointed by the Queen's ſupreme Autho- 
rity in her Letter Miſhve for the only Man to 
be elected, it could not poſſibly therefore be by 
Conge d' Eſlire, as the Contriver of the Records 
has thro? Ignorance unadviſedly put it down. 
A Second Flaw in the Records, is their ſaying, 
© That the Dean and Chapter did chuſe Mr. 
* Dr. Parker juxta morem antmuum, &c. accor- 
« ding to the ancient Manner, and laudable 
“ Cuſtom of the ſaid Church, anciently us'd, 
* and inviolably obſerv'd. For this could not 
be; becauſe the ancient Cuſtom of that and o- 
ther ſuch Churches, was to have free Election 
by Conge d' Eſtire, as is ſaid, which now could 
not ſtand with the Law nor the Queen's Prero- 
gative: For the Queen having by Statute re- 
ceiv'd all Spiritual Power, Juriſdiction, Prero- 
gative and Preheminence in herſelf, which 
heretofore had been in her Father, and Brother 
Edward VI. or any other, could not by Pro- 
teſtant Laws and Religion deal with the 
Dean and Chapter of Canterbury in this Caſe, 
ſo as to give them free Liberty to elect and 
chuſe him after the ancient Manner and Cu- 
ſtom of that Church: But ſhe muſt rather 
make uſe of her ſupreme Prerogative, which 
her Brother King Edward VI. had recorded in 
a Statute of his in theſe Words. A Writ of 
* Conge d Eſlire, ſerves to no purpoſe, and ſeems 
& alſo Derogatory and Prejudicial to the King's 


6 Prerogative, Royal, And be it farther ena- 
| 82 Lea, 
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* Qed, ec. that from henceforth no Conge 


« dEſiire ſhall be granted, nor any Election 


* of any Archbiſhop or Biſhop by the Dean and 
Chapter made; but that the King may by 
« his Letters Patents at all times, when any 
« Archbiſhoprick or Biſhoprick is void, confer 
* the ſame to any Perſon whom the King ſhall 


think meet. Statut. Anno 1 Edward VI. c. 2. 


A Third Objection againſt the Records, is, 
that this pretended Election of Matthew Parker 
in the Regiſter, agrees not in Time with his 


. being call'd Biſhop Elect by John Stow and Na. 
| p hae Hollinſbead in their Chronicles. For 


hey ſpeaking of the Solemnity of the French 

ing Henry II. kept at St. Paul's Church in 
London, on the Eighth and Ninth Days of 
September, Stile Matthew Parker at that Time, 
(Dr. Parker Archbiſhop of Canterbury Elect) 
which is near Three Months before Mr. Maſon 
Fleas him in his Regiſter. And farther, we find 
Dr. Grindal calb'd by Hollinſbead Biſhop newly 
Elect on the Twelfth of Anguſt, and we may 
reaſonably conclude, that Mr: Parker the Me- 
tropolitan was elected before him, or at leaſt as 
ſoon; which you ſee is above Four Months be- 


fore Maſon's Election of him by his pretended 


Conge d Efie. But which is yet more, Dr. 


Hexlin tells us, that Dr. Matchew Parker 


« was elected to the See of Canterbury on the 


4 firſt of Auguſt. The Conge dEſlire, ſays he, 


„ which open'd him the way to this eminent 
„ Dignity, bears Date on the Eighteenth of 
* al 


8 
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„ July, within few Days after the Deprivation 
« of the former Biſhops, Heylin Eccleſ. Re- 
ſtaur. p. 292. He cites the Conge d Eſlire, be- 
cauſe he found the ſaid Records mention it. 

Fourthly, It is to be obſerv'd, that Dr. Bram- 
ball Biſhop of Derry, gives a relation of it, which 
cannot be well reconciled with this of Maſon's, 
and is alſo as irreconcileable with the Statutes 


againſt the Conge d' Eſlire, as Maſon's is. The 


« Queen, ſays Bramhall, granted her Conge 
* dEſlire to the Dean and Chapter of Cantur- 
* bury to chuſe an Archbiſhop, which the Dean 
and Chapter having receiv'd, did chuſe Dr. 
* Matthew Parker for their Archbiſhop, The 
« Queen accepting this Ele&ion, was graci- 
« ouſly pleas'd to iſſue out Two Commiſſions, 


_ « for the legal Confirmation of the ſaid Election 


* and Conſecration, of the ſaid Archbiſhop : 
The former dated the Ninth of September, 
* Anno 1599. directed to Six Biſhops, Curbbers 
« Biſhop of Durbam, Gilbert Biſhop of Bath, 
« David Bithop of Peterborough, Antony Biſhop 
e of Landaf}, William Barlow Biſhop, and Fobn 
e Scory, (which Commiſſion he gives at large 
out of Roll. Par, 2, 1 Elz, Gc. and then pro: 
ceeds) © Now if any Man deſires a Reaſon, 
«ſays he, why this firſt Commiſſion was not 
« executed, the beſt Account I can give him; 
« 1s this, that it was directed to Six Biſhops, 
+ without an (tut minus, or at leaſt Four of 
* you) ſo as if any of the Six were Sick or ab- 
* be, or refus d, the reſt could not proceed 
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& to Confirm or Conſecrate. And that ſome 
ic of them did refuſe, I am very apt to believe, 
5 becauſe Three of them not long after were 
« depriv dd. Thus Dr, Bramball. As for the 
other Commiſſion, dated December the Sixth, 
he differs not in it from Maſon, Bramhall cites 
alſo Parker's Regiſter, and the Roll for what 


he ſays. 


This firſt Commiſſion being dated. September 
the Ninth, ſhews, that Dr. Parker was elected 
before that Time; for it could not beifſu'd out, 
till he was firſt known to be elected, ſo that by 


this, his Election muſt be full Three Months 


before Mr. Maſon ſpeaks him elected. 

The firſt Commiſſion is a very great Blemiſh 
to the Lambeth Records. Firſi, In that it is 
directed to Three Catholick Biſhops, who had 
for ſome Weeks before been deprived of their 
Biſhopricks, and turn'd out by the Queen, for 


| len her Supremacy, as is to be ſeen in 


Hollinſbead, Stow. and Dr. Heylin, yea, and in 
Mr. Maſon 'bimſelf, who all a agree, that thoſe 
Three firſt named, viz. Cuthbert Biſhop of Dur- 
bam, Gilbert Biſhop of Bath, and David Biſhop 
of Peterborough, Sch Ten or Eleven more, viz, 
all the reſt of the Catholick Biſhops in England, 
except Landaf, were depriv'd in 7uly before, 
and that not for dgnying to Conſecrate — 
as Bramhall would have it thought, but (as is 
ſaid) for denying the Queen's Supremacy. So 
that Bramball impoſes upon his Reader, in ſay- 


iz, that thoſe — were depriy'd for refuſing 
ty 


(561. 
to obey this Commiſſion (dated September the 
Ninth) Thoſe who conſider, fiſt, That Three 
of thoſe Biſhops were zealous Catholicks, and 
of ſuch Integrity and- Fortitude, that they had 
already ſuffer'd Deprivation of their Biſhopricks, 
and Impriſonment, will be convinc'd, that the 


Queen could never imagin they would ſubmit 


to Conſecrate known Hereticks, and ſuch as by 
whom they were unjuſtly depos d. Nor, Se- 
condly, Could they being Catholicks, Conſe- 


ctate Parker Biſhop to the See of Canterbury, 


without the Pope's Approbation and expreſs 
Licence: For this would have been in them a 


Breach of the Eccleſiaſtical Canons, which the 


_- 


Queen could not ſuppoſe they would become 


guilty of. All which being well confider'd, 
who can imagin that the Queen and her wiſe 
Council, ſhould be guilty of ſo groſs an over- 
ſight, and ſo unaccountable and unreaſonable a 
piece of Folly, as to direct her Commiſſion to 


ſuch Perſons, as ſhe could never expect would 


or could obey it. 

Beſides, ſhe muſt have expected, that thoſe 
Three Biſhops were never like to Conſecrate 
Parker by King Edward VI's Form of Conſe- 
cration, which themſelves, among others, in 
Queen Mary's Reign, but Five Years before, 
had aboliſh'd as null and invalid, ſo that if this 
Commiſſion were admitted, yet it would argue, 
that both the Queen and her Council, and Par. 
ker himſelf, allowed the Roman Ordinal for 


Good; which to do, would imply their reje- 
cting 


os _ 
ging Edward VT's, For it is not to be ſuppos d 
they would 'own and ſet up this, and at the 
ſame Time be conſecrated by that. So that this 
will ſtand for an Argument, that the Queen and 
Parliament, never defign'd the reviving that 
part of the Act that related to King Edward's 
Book of Ordination, when they reviv'd the o- 
ther part of it in relation to the Common-Prayer. 

It is farther to be conſider'd, that if the Queen 
and her Council, had look'd upon Barlow and 
Scory for true Biſhops, conſidering that Landaff 
(who they might ſuppoſe would comply, be- 
cauſe he had own'd her Supremacy) was un- 
doubtedly a Biſhop ; they needed not to have 
directed the Commiſſion to any other, but to 
thoſe Three alone. For this Number is ſuffi- 
cient in Time of Neceſſity; or they might have 
added Miles Coverdale to them, if they had 
look'd upon him for a true Biſhop ; yea, or 
Hodgkins either, if there was ſuch a Man. This, 
I fay, one would think the Queen might in 
Prudence rather have done, than to have ſo un- 
warily, ſo unforeſightedly, and ſo very impru- 
dently, hazarded a ſhameful denial from the 
Three already fo highly injur'd and offended 
Catholick Biſhops: Eſpecially when in all Pro. 
bability ſhe could look for no other, than a dif- 
graceful denyal and poſitive refuſal, to obey fo 
unreaſonable a Requeſt. All the Good that this 
firſt Commiſſion does to the Lambeth Records, 


is but to render them the leſs probable, | 
14g ; Fifthly, 
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. Fifthly, The Time of Parker's pretended Con- 
ſecration in the Regiſter, which is December the 
Seventeenth, differs a Month, and'perhaps more, 
from the Time that Raphael Hollinſhead takes 
him for a Biſhop in the Chronicle, which is No- 
vember the Eighteenth 5 and I believe few 
doubt, but as much Credit 1s to be given tothat 
Hiſtorian, as to the Lambeth Records, all things 
confider'd. He ſpeaking of Dr. Tunſtal Biſhop 
of Durham, ſays, He was by the noble Queen 
« FElxzaheth depriv'd of his Biſhoprick, &. 
« and was committed to Matthew Parker Bi- 
« ſhop of Canterbury, who us'd him very ho- 
« nourably, both for the Gravity, Learning 
« and Age, of the ſaid Tunſtal; but he not 
« Jong remaining under the Ward of the ſaid 
« Biſhop,. did ſhortly after the Eighteenth of 
« November, depart this Life at Lambeth, 
« where he firſt receivd his Conſecration. 
Thus writes Hollinſhead. | 1 
From which it is manifeſt, that Parker was 
conſecrated Biſhop (ſuch Conſecration as it was) 
before the Eighteenth Day of November ; for 
elſe he could not have ſtil'd him Biſhop of 
Canterbury, and have plac'd him in the Biſhop's 
Palace at Lambeth, and all this before the Deuth 
of his Priſoner, who died November the Eigh- 
teenth, Beſides, his Poſſeſſion of the Biſhop's 
Pallace at Lambeth argues his being inſtall'd in 
the Biſhoprick, which could not be before his 
Conſecration, unleſs they inſtall'd for Biſhops 
ſuch as was none, 80 = to ſuppoſe the Re- 


giſter 
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gitter to be true, muſt be to allow Matthew 
Parker T'wo: Conſecrations, as well as Two 
Commiſſions, for conſecrating him, which will 
then bring in the Nagg s- bead for one. And 
indeed it is moſt likely, that this of the Nagg 8 
head muſt be the Conſecration, from which he 
got the Title of Biſhop in this place in Hollin- 
ſbead; for it is above a Month too ſoon for that 
other! in the Lanibeth Regiſter. 

Sixthiy, John Stow in his Chronicle, p, 1083. 
calls Grindall Biſhop of London, on the Ninth 
of September, ſaying expreſly, % Thar Scory, 
« in place of Grindall Biſhop of London, preach'd 
ea Sermon at the Celebration of the Obſequies 
of the French King, Henry II. on the Ninth 
« of September 1559. Seeing Grindall was then 
Biſhop of London, it is plain, that he was Bi- 
ſtiop above Three Months before Mr. Maſon's 
Ar. Records bring in Parker's Conſecration. 


To ſay Grindall was conſecrated before Parker," 4.0 


ker | ſtill contradict the Lamberh Regiſter, 
which brings Grindall in for conſecrated by Par- 
ker himſelf, on the 21 of December 1559. 
Matthew Parker, 
Anno 1559. Edm, Grindall Mill. of Chicheſter. 
* Conf. 21 December. by Y John of Hereford, 
| Fohn of Beaford. 
Thus Mr. Maſon out of the Lambeth Regi- 
ſter puts down Grindalls Conſecration, and 
cites for it. Ex Regiſtro Matthæi Parkeri, 
lf John Stom is to be credited (and none has 
ever yet detected him for either Miſtakes or Un- 


Far 
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faithfulneſs) then the Lambeth Regiſter muſt 
needs be falſe. | And indeed we have no reafon 
to ſuppoſe either Sm or . Hollinſpead to have 
been miſtaken, becauſe they liv'd in that ver 
Time, and therefore had notto rely-on Rept 
of others, but could write fromtheir own Know- 
ledge. (Seeing therefore they name Parker 
ſometimes Biſhop Ele&, and ſometimes-Biſhop , 
it's certain there muſt be ſome reaſon why the o 
never mention his Conſecration. 

It may perhaps be objected, t at ſeeing Stow 
in that place calls'Parker Biſhop Elect, he.meant. 
alſo Grindall to be only Elect, tho! he gives him 
not that Term. If this were ſo, yet it would 
ſhew how frivolous Maſon's Argument above- 
mention'd is, that Barkow mult be conſecrated, 
becauſe Buchanan called him Bifhop. (I bis 
will be an Argument againſt Barlam's being 
Biſhop.) But in this place it cannot be ſo. 
Stow . — Parker Archbiſhop of Canterbury 
Elect, and Grindall Biſhop of London Abſolute, 
without that diſtinguiſhing Term of Ele; ſhews 
only, that Parker was not yet enthroniz'd in 
the Chair of Canterbury, as Grindall was in that 
of London; and not that: Par ter was conſecrã- 
ted as well as Grindlall For tho' both wete 
conſecrated (ſuch as it was) yet ſtilßh they were 
enthron'd in their Chairs, Which it ſceins Pay- 
ker as yet was not, they might be 
term'd Biſhops ele& to fuch a See. And thas 
in the very ſame Place does Stow call Srory Bi-. 
oy of n Elect, and Barlo Brſhop'bf 

| Haier Cbicheſto- 
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Chicheſter Elect; which Two are notwithſtand- 
ing reckon'd by Maſon to have been conſecrated 
many Tears before that. Beſides, ſeeing he 
calls the reſt of the Biſhops Ele&, and Grindall 
Biſhop, we muſt needs ſuppole he had a reaſon 
for this, which could be no other, than only 
that Grindall was now enſtall'd in his Biſhop. 
rick, which the others as yet were not. 
Beſides, As for Parker, tho' he is here cal led 
Archbiſhop Ele&, yet this, I fay, can be in no 
other-Senſe, than as Scory and Barlow-are fo 
calPd, that is, becauſe not yet enthron'd in the 
Sees, to which they were elected: For to ſup- 
poſe Parker not yet conſecrated, and for this 
called Ele&, will be to give the Two ſuppos'd 
conſecrated Bithops Scory and Barlow, a Title 
to Precedency, which State does not do: For 
he gives the Precedency to Parker before all the 
reſt, which is prepoſterous and contrary to all 
Order, if he were not conſecrated: Becauſe one 
who is not conſecrated, but only elected, tho! 
to a higher See, cannot in ſuch a Cafe precede 
him, who is really a conſecrated Biſhop, ſuch 
as Scory and Barlow, were both held to be. 
From all which it is maniſeſt, that both Par- 
ler and Grindal were conſecrated Biſhops be- 
fore this Ninth of September, which will ſtill 
bring them to the Nagg's-bhead Conſecration, 
| becauſe: that at Lamberb'is not yet pretended, 
and it muſt either therefore be ſaid that Parker 
was at that time a conſecrated Biſhop, or that 
+ Barlow and Scory, were not conſecrated, either 


of which ruins the Lambeth Regiſter. The 
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The Seventh Objection againſt thoſe Lambeth 
Records, ariſes from the different Names of that 
pretended Suffragan Hoagkins : Sometimes he 
1s call'd John Suffragan of Bedford, ſometimes 
Richard Suffragen of the ſame Place; in one 
Place Richard is put out, and oba put in. 
Dr. Butler Ep. de Conſecr, Miniſtr. calls him, 
Jobn Hodgkint 'Suffragan of Dover. Surcliff 
againſt Or. Kelliſon, ſays there were two Suf- 
fragans.. The Queen 's firſt Commiſſion men- 
tions alſo two, Fobn Suſſrag an of Bedford, and 
John Suſfrogan © of Thesford. 0 
Eigbibly, Nor is there any better Coherence 
between Maſon's Lambeth Records, and thoſe 
Mr. Goodwin' uſes in his Catalogue of Biſhops. 
For they differ ſometimes" in the Day, ſome- 
times in the Month, amd ſometimes in the 
ear, as appears in che pretended Conſecrations 
of Grindall, Hoorn, Gueuſt, Piers, and others; 
Minthh, There are beſides thoſe Incoherences 
and Diſagreements, à great many infignificant, 
and ſome of them even ridiculous Circumſtances, 
put down in thoſe pretetided Records, ſuch as 
become not the Gravity of ſuch a Relation: 
Which though mention'd with Deſigu to make 
the Story ſeem more probable, ' as who'ſhould 
fay the reality of the thing appears, in that the 
very leaſt 'Circumſtatices, tuch as if they had 
not really happen'd, could never have been ima 
gin'd, are not omitted, but exackly put down; 
yet muſt rather produce the quite contrary Ef. 
fect in a reaſonable and folid Judgment. Some 
of them I ſhall here ſet down, as Firſt, 
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Hirſt, There was a, Sermon and, a Commu- 
nion. Second! ly, A great Concaurſe of People, 
Third, The Queen ſent to ſee if all things 
were righely perform d. Fourtbih, Anſwer was 
brought her, that there was nothing amiſs, on- 
ly; Miles Conerdale could not be prevailld with 
to, veſt himſelf in any. Canonical: \ Oxnaments;, 
ut had on only his fide-woollen. Goya all the 
ime of the. Conſecration. ..Fifihly, That the 
Lawyers aflur'd the Queen, that this Gown. of 
his could not cauſe any defect in the, Conſecra- 
tion. Sixtbly, The Chapel was dorn'd with 
Tapeſtry co ards the Eaſt End, a aredCloath 

on-the;Eloogs 1 gli lll leg 
That the Sermon and Communign-may claim 
place; in the Records, yet, what. ecaſian was 
there to ere the Regiſter with great Con- 
u 99e People, with red C lqath on the Floor, 
ne apeſtry towards the Eaſt, an With Miles 
Coverdale's ſide woollen; Gown?1' Theſe are 
Circum: A * thentick Regiſter, one 
would, thin - ſhould neyer have taken notice 
42 t that the en en ſend. out her 
— — by es to, ſee) af all, things, were rightly 
yFHeems not only unheſeeming her 
Mae, Put more rr the Regiſter to 
take notice of. It { Fre as if the Queen had 
80 bad Opinion of their Performance, as alſo 
Dogs br jof, their, F 11. in relating things 
elves, 5 as if the Conſecrators and con- 
ſcerated thewlelves, could nat give her as good 
Li 28 Ferlend an ee 4 all Aas ar 
* 4 44% © I. ITs 
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Circumſtances, as any Spectators ſhe eduld ſend 
to pry into the Buſineſs, They were Lawyers 
ſhe ſent, and who can imagine, that Lawyers 
ſhould underſtand better whit belong'd to the 
Conſecration of Biſhops, 'than the pretended 
Conſecrators themſelves: Or that, if thoſe In- 
ſpectors ſhould happen to {py ſome Miſcar- 
riages, that it could be a thing modeſt or com- 
mend:ble for them at that time to admoniſh, 
reprove, or correct the Conlecrators : Or that 
theſe would take in good Part, or follow the 
advice 'of ſuch Lay-maſters of Ceremonies? 
And if not, to advertiſe them of their Miſtakes 
immediately upon the happening, that they 
might be then rectified, why were they ſent? 
It could be ſmall Satisfaction to the Queen, 
after the thing was done and paſt mending, to 
hear her Lawyers pick Quarrels with the Man- 
ner of Performance, On the contrary, it muſt 
needs be a great Scandal both to the Conſecra- 
tors, and eſpecially to the conſecrated, to have 
their Actions cenſur'd for either invalid, defe- 
Give, or ſo much as any way imperfect. And 
to make the beſt of it, it muſt needs reflect 
much upon the Judgments of the Actors, that 
the Queen and her Council ſhould harbour ſo 
weak an Opinion of them, as to doubt of their 
ſufficiency in performing their Office. | 
But, bleſſed be the Lord, the Lawyers brought 
her Word, that all things were rightly managed 
and performed, Secundum artem, as well as Se- 
eundum legem, Not an Agglet amiſs, but only 
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Miles Coverdale's fide woollen Gown among 
the Lawn Sleeves, Surplices and Pontificats, 
and this, upon the Word of the Lawyers, could 
cauſe no defect. 


But if that ugly le woollen Gown of his 


was all that could be found amiſs, and in the 
Judgment of the Lawyers this could cauſe no 
defect; how came it that the Queen was after- 
wards obliged to ſend out her Diſpenſation in 
publick Letters Patents to ſupply by her Roy- 
al and Supreme Authority all that was wanting 
in any of their Condition, State or Faculty? 
How came it, I ſay, that ſhe was forced alſo 
to put in her © Letters Patents certain general 
* Words and Sentences, whereby her Highneſs 
ie by her ſupreme Authority did diſpenſe with 
f Cauſes or Doubts of any Imperfections or 
* Diſabilities? And laſtly, how came it to pals, 
that they were afterwards forc'd'to get them- 
ſelves declar'd Biſhops, or rather made Biſhops 
by an Act of Parliament? In fine, it x ar 
appears from what has been ſaid, that Scultin- 
gius, Biblio. Cathol, l. 5. p. 106. ſpoke not with- 
out Grounds, when he ſaid, © The new paint- 
ce ed Parliament Biſhops, derive their counter- 
« feit Authority, not from lawful Conſecra- 
tion, or Catholick Inauguration, but from 
& the Queen and Parliament. 

There are beſides theſe, ſeveral other Conſi- 
derations, which nat a little leſſen the Credit 
of the Lambeth Regiſter, Eſpecially rhis, that 
j was never ſeen, nor ſo much as ſpoken 5 be- 

ors 
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fore Fifty Years after that pretended Lamberh 
Conſecrition. And when it tirſt' appe u'd, 
was look'd upan with no little Amazzment by 
all intelligent Men. The learned Fitz Herbert 
ſhew'd his Surprize, when he tirlt heard of it. 
« Jt was my chance, ſays he, to underſtand; 
cc that one Mr. Maſon has lately publifh'd a 
* Book, wherein he endeavours to prove his 
« fyſt Proteſtant Biſhops Conſecration by a 
«* Regiſter. Thou ſhalt therefore underſtand, 
„good Reader, that this our Exception againſt 
« the Engliſh Clergy is no new Qarrel now 
% lately rais'd, but vehemently urg'd divers 
« Times many Years ago, yea in the very be- 
* ginning of the late Queen's Reign; urging 
& them to ſhew how, and by whom, they 
« were made Prieſts and Biſhops? And what, 
„ trow ye (ſays he) was anſwer'd thereto? 
« Was there any Bithops nam'd, wizo had 
« conſecr td them? Was Mr, Maſon's Regi- 

« fter, or any other authentick Proof produced 
«* by Ar. Fewell or Mr. Hoorn? No truly. » his 
« then being ſo, I refer me to any indifferent 
« Man, what Credit Mr, Maſon's new found 
* Regiſter deſerves, being produced now after 
« Fifty and odd Years, to teſtify the Conſe- 
& craizon, whereof not ſo much as any one 
« Witneſs was nam'd; nor any Regiſter pre- 
„ tended by thoſe whom it moſt imported, to 

prove it five or fix Lears after it was ſappos? 
to be done. 5 | 
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Thus exclaim'd that eminent Doctor againſt 
them, detecting them of Forgery juſt upon their 
frrſt peeping into the World; for it was in the ſame 
Year that he wrote this, viz. 1612. 
Five Years after the learned Dr. Champney ex- 
sd them, and more fully diſcover'd their Forgery 
in that excellent Treaciſe of his, entituled (De vo - . 
tione Miniftrorum, &c.) printed at Pars Anno. 1618. 
It's an unaccountable Piece of Silence in Few- 
ell, Hoorn, Whitaker, Fulk, and all thoſe great Wri- 
ters of Queen Elizaberh's Time, that not one of 
them ſhould ever ſo much as once mention thoſe 
Records, nr give the leaſt Hint of them, when 
they were ſo hotly urg'd by the Catholick Writers 
of ome Time, to ſhew by whom they were made 
Biſhops. 1 
What better Anſwer could R bert Hoorn pretended 
Biſhop of Mincbeſter, have given to Dr. Stapletron, 
than by ſending him to this ſuppos'd Regiſter, 
when he demanded of him, How he could chal- 
** lenge to himſelf the Name of Lord Biſhop of 4 
** Wincheſter, telling him, that he was without any 
“ Conſecration at all, and that his Metropolitan 
3 © Parker himſelf was no Biſhop neither, poor Man! 
| Tf Hoorn had been able to have produc'd fuch Re- 
cords of his and Parker's Conſecration, who doubts, 
but he would have here made uſe of them? 
In like manner, Dr. Harding in his Confutation 
| | of Fewell's Apology, Fol. 56. 57. 58. 59. thus preſſes 
| FJobn Fewell the ſuppos'd Biſhop of Salubury, to ſhew 
| the Regiſter and Letters of his Orders. Ye have 
| | % abandon'd the external Sacrifice and Prieſthood 
| © of the new Teſtament, and have not in your d 
; -« Se conſecrated Biſhops. And therefore being 
% without Priefts made with lawful laying on of 
& Hands, as Scripture requires, all holy Orders 
| e being given by Biſh: þs only; how can you ſay, 
| that any among you can lawtully Miniſter, Go 
| t 
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& that you have lawful Miniſters, or that you hays 
ce lawful Miniſters ac all? &«c. You know whae 
& Tertullian (in Præſcr. adverſ. Heres.) ſays of ſuch as 
« you be: Etant origines Eccleſiarum ſuarum, &c. We 
& lay likewiſe co you Mr, Jewell, and chat we ſay to 
* you, we ſay to each one of your Companions, (and 
ſo 25 Inow to Mr. Burnet of Sarum) tell us the ori- 
&« ginal and firſt Spring of your Church. She us the 
cc Regiſter of your Biſhops continually ſucceeding 
te one to another from the beginning, &c. Therefore 
ce to go from your Succeſſion, which you cannot 
& prove, how {ay you Sir? You bear your lelt as 
& tho' you were Biſhop of Salubury; but how @an 
« you prove your Vocation? By what Authority 
cc uſurp you the Adminiftration of Doctrine and 
« Sacraments? What can you alledge for the Right 
1 and Proof of your Miniſtry ? Who has call'd 
« you? Who has laid Hands on you? How and 
& by whom are you conſecrated ? By what Exam» 
cc ple has he done it? Who has ſent you? Who 
* has committed to you the Office you take upon 
& you? Be you a Prieft, or be you not? How dare 
« you uſurp the Name and Office of a Biſhop, if you 
& be not a Prieſt? If you be a Prieſt, tell us who 
gave you Orders? The Inſtitution of a Prieſt was 
e never yet but in the Power of a Biſhop, &. It 
& remains, Mr. gu (Mr. Burnet) that you tell us, 
* Whether your Vocation be ordinary or extraordi- 
© nary? If ic be ordinary, ſhew us the Letters of 
« your Orders; at leaſt ſhew us, that you have re- 
 ceiv'd Power todo the Office you preſume to ex- 
© erciſe by due Order of laying on of Hands and 
& Conſecration. But Order and Conſecration you 
% have not. For who could give that to you of all 
ce theſe new Miniſters (how ſoever elſe you call em) 
* which he has not himſelf? If ic be Extraordinary, 
& ſhew us ſome Sign or Miracle, &c. 

Thus that excellent Doctor urg'd and preſs'd Mr. 

I 2 Fewell; 
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Jewel And was not this enough to have extorted 
rom him a ſight of the Lambetb Regiſter of their 
Conſecration, if any ſuch thing had then been in 
Being; or durſt have been ſhewn ? Let for all this, 
neither Jewell, Hoorn, Parker, nor any of them e- 


ver mention, or give the leaſt hint of any one of 
them, as either Regitter or Records, of any of 


their Conſecrations. 
It was in the Year 1565. that Dr. Harding pub- 
liſn'd this Book againſt Jewell, and this was within 


Six Years of the pretended Lowberh Conſecration. 
So that if any ſuch thing had been acted, it muſt 


needs be freſh in che Memories bath of F-well, yea 
and of Dr. Herding himſelf, And it's very reaſo- 
nable to ſuppoſe, that if Dr. Harding, Stopleton, 
R:Viſtn, or the Rhemiſh Doctors, had known, or 
ever heard of their Conſecraticon at Lambeth, and 
that the Authentick Regiſter and Records of it, 
were in Being, they would never have thus uig'd 
them to produce ſuch things, and to prove their 
Conſecration. And if they had committed ſuch 
an abſurdity, (as is not, I lay, to be ſuppos'd they 
would) we may aſſure ourſelves, that 2 and 


Hoorn, would ftrangely have inſulted over them for 
ſo doing, if they had had ſuch a Weapon, as this 
pretended Lambeth Regiſter, to have brandillyd. * 
This is manifeſt, that till the Time that the 


Ezmbeth Regiſter appear'd, the Officers of the 
Church of England never pretended ro Epiſcopacy, 
more than barely in Name, that is, not to a re- 
ceiving any Epiſcopal Character by Succeflion from 
Catholick Bithops, as of Divine Right. And of 
this Barnet Biſhop of Sarum, p. 258. appears very 
| ſenſible, when he owns: That they had gone 
tt our of the beaten Path, and know, that all things 
e among themſelves had not gone according to 
* thoſe Rules, that ought to be Sacred in regular 


© Times, Cc, And then ſpeaking of ſuch * 


. 
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of Men, as form themſelves into Societies or 


Churches, wanting biſhops; yea wanting Prieſts, 
and ſetting up ſome of theit own Number of La- 
icks to Miniſter to them ia holy Things; tho' he 

ants this © co be quite ouot all Rule, yet; ſays 
© he, we are very ſure, that not only thoſe, who 
penn'd che Articles. bat the Body of this Church, 
for above half an Age after wrote that ghis reach- 
es jult to the publiſhiug f rhe J. imbeth Records) 
&« did, notwichſtanding - thoſe Irregularities. ac- 
« knowledge the forreign Churches ſo conſtituted 


% (without Biſhops or Prieſts) to be true Churches, 


« as to all the Eſſentials of a Church, thy « 
ce had b<en at firſt irregularly form'd, (that is form d 
tc without Biſhops or Prieſts and continued ſtill to 
© bein an imperſe State. And therefore the gene- 
* ral Words, in which this part of the Twenty 
© Third Article is fram'd, ſeem to have been de- 
« fign'd on purpole not to exclude them. s 
It then thuſe who in King Edward VI's. Time, 
and the whole Body of the Church of England, far 
above half an Age after, held Biſhops and Priefts 
not Eſſential co te Being of a true Church; why 
all this precence to a Lambeth Regiſter to ſhew theig 
Conſecration? Why a Maſon and a Bramhall, ſo hot 
in aſſerting their prerended Biſhop's Succeſſion and 
Conſecratian. from Chatholick Biſhops? What Bur- 
net tells us here (and he ſpeaks very truly, as we 
have ſeen from the Wricings of Whitaker, Full, &c.) 


ſtrongly confirms us in our Belief, that during that 


| Whole half Age of the Lambetb Records remaining 


Incognito, their was neither Biſhop nor Prieft, 
more than in Name, and made only by Election, 


and the King's Letters Patents, with the pronoun- 


cing over them King Edward's Forms, only as a 
Token or Sign of their being ſolemnly elected, not 
as a pretence to give them by it, and their laying 
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Ger, as belonging to it of Divine Right. So that 
after all, admitting the Records Genuine, yet ſtick- 
ing to the Church of Exgland's Principles during 
that firſt half Age, and neither the pretended Lam- 
beth Conſecration, nor the uſe of the Forms, nor 
the laying on of Hands of the pretended Conſe- 
crators, can (according to that firſt Ages Doctrine) 


render them any more Biſhops and Prieſts, than 


only a bare Election ſolemnly perform'd with the 
ſecular Princes's Approbation can make them; 
which is in very Deed no Biſhops at all. And if 
the Doctrine held in the Church f England in that 
firſt Age was ſound, and true Doctrine, (as both 
the Twenty Third Article, and the Biſhop of Sa- 
rum, ſuppoſes it was ;) then it follows, that the 
contrary Doctrine of Epiſcopacy and Prieſthood, 
being of Divine Right, an1 of neceſſity to be re- 
ceiv'd by Succeſſion from the Apoſtles, held in the 
Church of England ſince the ſtarting up of the 
Lambeth Regiſter, is falſe Doctrine. Now whether 
ever Side is True, it condemns the other. For if 
Epiſcopacy is of Divine Right, and Eſſential to 
the Being of a Church, then there is not one 
true Church in the whole Republick of Reforma- 
tion, where Biſhops are wanting: And this Non- 
Churches, and conſequently damns the Lutherans, 
Calvinians, Presbyterians, Anab-gtiſts, Quakers, and 
all the reſt of Societies, which are under that De- 
fect, on the other Hand, if Epiſcopacy is not of 
Divine Right, nor Effential ; than the Church of 
England is in a damnable Error againft Truth and 
Charity, in holding a Doctrine, by which ſhe Un- 
_ churches, and damns ſo many Bodies or Societies. 
I ſhall now re- capiculate what has been ſaid upon 


this Article, which will ſhew in ſhort the Reaſons 
why we cannot believe either Biſhop or Prieſt to 


be among that Body of Men, which arrogate 
to themſelyes the Name of the Church of ma 


The 


wes, 
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I. The Invalidity and Nullity of their Forri of 
Ordination and Conſecration of Priefts and Biſhops: 

II. That Barlkw, and the reſt, who pretended to 
Conſectate Matt hem Parker, were not Biſhops them 
ſelves. | 

III. That both the Conſecrators and Conſecra- 
ted, were never look'd upon as Biſhops by the Ca- 
tholick Church, nor even in the Eye of the Civil 
Law, till an Act of Parliament declar'd them ſuch, 

IV. That all the Catholiok Biſhops deny'd and 
| _ to Conſecrate Maithew Parker, or any of the 
reſt. | | 
V. That their own moſt learned Writers in Queen 
Elizabeth's Reign deny'd, that they had receiv'd 
their Ordination from the Church of Rome, fliling 
the Ocders of that Church Anti-chriftian Orders. 

VI. That their Dectrine at that Time Being, 
that the Pope was Anti chriſt, and the Church of 
Rome the Whore of Babylon. was to renounce all 
Claim to Ordination and Priefthood, from her; 
becauſe Anti-chrift cannot ordain Priefts in the 
Church of Chriſt, FI | 

VII. Their Nagg's- head Conſecration, where they 
were conſecrated only by John Scory, who was no 
Biſhop, and by impoſing the Bible inftead of his 
Hands, with an inſignificant extemporary Form of 
his own making. | 

VIII. Their being foreed to procure the Queen 
to ſupply all Defects and Diſabilities in their Con- 
ſecration, and an Act of Parliament to declare 
them Biſhops. | | 

IX. No Records of their Conſecration ever pre- 
tended to, tho' often earneftly called for, for a- 
bore Fifty Years together. 

X. That when they produc'd Records, they were 
detected of Forgery, by many Tokens of it. 
- XJ. Our Opinion of cheir being no Biſhops is 
confirmed from what the Biſhop of Sarum himſelf 
has wric on che Twenty Third Article. if 
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If then the Church of England has no Biſhops in 
her, ſhe can have no Prieits; becauſe none but 
Biſhops can ordain or make Prieſts, as ſhe herſelf, 
as well as the Catholick Church teaches. If ſhe 


neither have Biſhops nor Priefts, then ſhe is no 


Church : Becauſe Epiſcopacy and Prieſthood, are 
Eſſential to the very Being of a Church, according 
to that of St. Hierom Ep. Cont. Luciferian. Where 
ce there is no Prieſt; there is no Church. 
Note therefore, that cho' I have all along ſtil'd 
Gilbert Burnet by the Title of Biſhop, and the Engliſh 
Congregation of Worſhippers by che Name of the 
Church of England; yet let them not preſume from 
this, that I'therefore either rake him for a Biſhop, 
or her for a Church. I only make of the Terms, 
as themſelves, and the reft of their Proteſtant 
Brethren do for Diſtinction ſake: | 

To conclude, if they ate nor Biſhops, it follows; 
that as often as they preſume to Ordain Prieſts, to 
Confirm Cnildren, to Exeommunicate, to Abſolve 
from Excommunication, or exerciſe any other Act 
of the Epiſcopal Office, fo often they commit the 
enormous Sin of Sacrilege. And if their Miniſters 
are not Prieſfs, it follows, that as often as they 


Preach, Baptize, celebrate publick Divine Service, 
Conſecrate the Eucharift, hear Confeſſions, give 


Abſolucion, or exercile any other. Act of Prieftly 
Function; ſo often do they commit the heinous 
Sin of Sacrilege. And laſtly, So often, as the Peo- 
ple do- Communicate with them in, or co-operate 
to, thoſe Sacrilegious Preſumptions, ſo often are 
they involy'd with them in the damnable Sin of 
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CONTRADICTION 


AUTHORIS'D 


By che Eccleſiaſtical Canons and the Thirty 
W Articles of the Church of England. 
With ſome Reflections upon the fame. 


Bebold the Lord bath put a lying Spirit in rhe Mouth of 
all theſe thy Prophets. 1 King c. 22. v. 23.2 Chron. 
c. 18. v. 22. 

They have erred for their Malice blinded them, B. of 
Wiſdom. c. 2. v. 21. 

The 5th of «the Eccleſiaſtical Canons Authoriſes the 39 
Article of the Church of England. 

The 35 of the 39 Articles Authoriſes the Books of Ho- 
melies, 


The Homelies do contradict one another in a Fundamental 
and Eſſential Point of Faith. 


The 5. Canon 5s this. TIE 

$643 24.95 Hoſoever ſhall hereafter affirm, that any of the 
2 39 Articles, agreed upon by the Archbiſhops 

= W — . of both Provinces, and the whole 
+: 87 in the Conyocation holden at London in 

LOTTO: the Y ear of qur Lord God 1562. for the avoid- 

ing Diverſities of Opinions, and for the eſtabliſhing of Con- 
ent touching true Religion, are in any part SaperBitious or 


Erroneous, or ſuch as he may not with a good Conſcience 
; Cublcribe unto: Let him be excommunicated,  1pſo facto. 


And not reſtor'd, but only by the Archbiſhop ; after his 
Repentance and publick Revocation of ſuch his wicked 


Ercors, 


You will this in the Book of Canons, made the 
cation in , of our Lord 169% ON = 


2 


(2) 
The 35th of the 39 Articles that Authoriſes the Homilies, & this, 


T HE Second Book of Homelies, the ſeveral Titles 
yy whereof we have join'd under this Article, doth con- 
tain a godly and wholeſome Doctrine, and neceſſary for theſe 
Times, as doth the former Book of Homelies, which were 
ſer forth in the Time of Edward VI. And therefore, we judge 
them to be read in Churches by the Miniſters diligently, 
that they may be underſtood by the People. | 


The Names of the Homelies. 


1. Of the right Uſe of the Church. 

2. Againſt Peril of Idolatty. 

3. Ot repairing and keeping Clean of Churches, 

4. Of good Works, and firit of Faſting, 

5. Againft Gluttony and Drunkennels, 

6. Againft Exceſs in Apparel, 

7. Ot Prayer. | 

8. Of the Place and Time cf Prayer. 

9. That Common Prayer and Ceremonies ought to be mini- 

ſtred in a known Tongue. | 

10. Of the reverend Eſtimation of God's Word. 

11. Of Almes doing. 

12. Of the Nativity of Chriſt, 

13, Of the Paſſion of Chriſt. 

14. Of the Reſurre&ion of Chriſt. 

15. Of the worthy receiving of the Sacrament of the Body 
and Blood of Chriſt. | 

16. Of the Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt, 

17. For the Rogation Days. | 

18. Of the State of Matrimony. 

19. Of Repentance. 

20, Againſt Idleneſs. 
21. Againſt Rebellion. 


The Contradiction in the Homilies is as follows, taken 
out of Homely the 2d. entituled [againſt Peril of Idolatry] 


and Homily the 16 entituled [of the Gifts of the Holy 
Ghoſt.] | | 


Homily againſt Peril of Iaola- Fancy of the Gifts of the 
try zd Part of the Sermon | Holy Ghoſt. 2d. Part page 


page 142. 143. 4 282, | 
T appeareth not by -any U R Saviour departing 
Story of Credit, that true out of the World unto hs 


and ſincere Preaching hath | Father, promis'd his Diſciples to 
endur'd in any one Place a- ſend - down another | Comforter 
e | | bove | 7 | that 


(3) 


bove one hundred Years. But 
It is evident, that Images, Su 
1 and worſhipping 
mages and Idolatry, have 
continued many 100 Years, 
Sc. For preaching of God's 
Word moſt ſincere (in the be- 
ginning) by procels of Time 
waxed leſs and leſs pure, and 
after «2 wag ar and laſt of all, 
altogether laid down and left 
off, and other Inventions of 


that ſhould continue with them for 
ever, and direſt them into all 
Truth. Which thing to be faith- 
fully and truly perform'd, the 
Scriptures do faken Witneſs: 
Neither muſt we think that ths 
Comforter was either promis d or 
elſe given only to the Apoitles, 
but alſo to the univerſal Church 
of Chriſt, diſperſed thro* the 
whole World. For unleſs the 
Holy Ghoſt had been always pre- 


Men crept in Place of it. |/ens, governing and aa 


And on the other- Part, Ima- 
ges among Chriſtian Men 
were fiiſt painted, &c. 

And ſo by Occaſion of theſe 
ſtumbling Blocks, not only 
the unleained and ſimple, but 
the learned and wile : not the 
People only; but the Biſhops; 
not the Sheep, but allo the 
phepherds themſelves (who 
ſhould have been Guides in 
the right Way, and Lights to 
ſhine in Darknels) being blind- 
ed by the bewitching of Ima- 

es, as blind Guides of the 

lind, tell both into the Pit 
of damnahle Idolatiy. In the 
which, all the World as it 
were drowned, continued un 
til our Age, by the ſpace of 
above 800 Years, unſpoken a 
1 in a manner, Ce. 

nd thus you lee. how. from 
having of Images privately, it 
came io publick letting them 
up in Churches and Temples, 
altho' without harm at the 
fiiſt, as was then of ſome wiſe 
and learned Men judg'd : And 
from fimple having them 
there it came at laſt to wor- 
ſhipping them. Firſt, by the 
rude People, who elpecially 
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the Church from the beginning, 
it could never have ſuſtained ſo 
many great Brunts of Aſliction 
and Perſecution with jo little 
Damage and Harm as it hath. 

And the Words of Chriſt are 
moſt plain in this behalf, ſaying, 
That the Spirit of Truth ſhould 
abide with them for ever. That 
he would be always with them 
(he meaneth by Grace, Virtue 
and Power) even to the World's 
End. Alſo in the Prayer he 
made a little before his Death, 
He maketh Interceſſion, not only 
for himſelf and his Apoſtles, 
but indifferently for all them 
that ſhould believe in him thro* 
their Words, that is, for his 
whole Church, , 

Again, St. Paul faith, if 
any Man have not the Spirit 
the ſame is not his. Alſo in 
the Words foliowing, we have 
received the Spirit of Adoption, 
whereby we. cry Abba Father. 
Hetreby it is evident and plain 
to all Men, that the Holy Ghoſt 
was given, not only to the Apo- 
files, but alſo to the whole Body 
of Chriſt's Congregation, altho? 
not in the like Form and Ma- 
jeſiy as he came down at the 
Feaſt of Pentecoſt, Cc. The 


ae in Danger of Superſtition 
and 


þ 
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and Idolatry, and afterwards 
by the Biſhops, the Learned, 
and by the whole Clergy. So 

that Laity and Clergy, learned 

and unlearned, all Ages, Sets 

and Degrees of Men, Women 

and Children, of whole Chri- 

ſtendom (an horrible and moſt 

dreadful thing to think) have 

been at once drowned in abo- 

minable and damnable Idola- 
try of all other Vices moft 

deteſted of God, and moſt 

damnable to Man, and that by 

the Space of Boo Years and 

more. And to this end is come 

that beginning of ſetting up 
of Images in Churches then 
judged harmleſs, in experience 

proved not only harmful, bur 

exitious and peſtilent, and to 

the Deſtruction aud Subver- 

ſion of all good Religion uni- 
een, J 

HE Homily againſt Pe 


true Church is an univerſal 
Congregation ' or Fellowſhip of 
God's faithful and ele# Teople, 
buiit upon the Foundation of 
the Apoſiles and Prophets, Feſus 
Chriſt himſelf being the Head 
Corner Stone : and it bath al- 
ways three Notes or Marks 
whejeby it is known, pure and 


{ſound Doctrine. The Sacra- 


ments miniſtied according to 
Chriſt's holy Inſtitution, and 
the right Uſe of Eccleſiaſt ica 
Diſcipline. This Deſcription o 
the Church is agreeable to the 
Scriptures of God, and Alſo to 
the Doctrine of the ancient Fa- 
thers, ſo that none may july 

find Fault therewith, * 
Book of Homilies printed a 
London in 1673, ' 


rl of Idolatry begins betimes to 


deſtroy Religion, and is ſo expeditious, that about an 
100 Years after the Apoſtles, you can lcarce find in it the 


eaſt Footſtep of ſound Doctrine or tue Preaching 


in any 


lace of the whole World; but only the Inventions of Men 
crept in Place of it: Nor is it enough thus to extirpate true 
Religion out of the World, unleſs Idolatry be introduc'd in 
Place of it; the Homily therefore goes on till it drowns the 
whole World in damnable Idolatiy for above 800 Vears toge- 
* And leaſt perhaps ſome meiciful Man or other might 
willing to believe, that this damnable Inundation was 
not ſo univerſal as to ſweep away all, it takes ſpecial Care 


that not one, no, not {o much 
dom ſhall eſcape : But to drive 


as the leaſt Child in Chriſten- 
the Nail to the Head, ftrikes 


it thro” all States and Degrees, &c. and to clinch it to the 
Purpoſe, tells you in expreſs and plain Terms, That the Sim- 
ple and Wiſe, the Sheep aud the Shepherd, Biſhops and People, 
 Laity' and Clergy, Learned and Unlea ned, all Ages, Sets, and 
Degrees of Men, Women and Children of whole Chriſtendom ; have 
been at once drowned in abominahle' and damnable 1dolatry, of all 
ot her Vices moſt deteſted of God, and moſt damnable to 5A and 
: hat by the Space of 800 Tears and move, to the Deſtruction and 
Snbverſſon of all good Religion unrverſally, to 1h et! Th ; 
Chet kb& go, ft y n wo Be 8s . e 
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The other Homily (of the Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt) teach 
the quite contrary Doctrine, and in moſt comfortable Expreſſions 
affirmss that Chriſt himſelf will be always with bis Church, 
even to the Worlds End. And that he lent down the Holy 
Ghoſt the Comforter to continue, not only with his Apo- 
tles, but alſo to abide with his univerlal Church for ever. 
And that this Spiritof Truth has been always preſent with the 
Church, governing, preſerving and directing at into all Truth, 
and will be always preſent with it, thus guiding and dire- 
ing it to the World's End. So that it never has wanted, 
nor never will want while the World endures, pure and {ound 
Doctrine, the Sacraments miniftred according to Chriſt's holy 
Inftitution, and the right Uſe of Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline. 
Thus you have ſeen theſe two Homilies contradict one the 
other. Now to hold this Contradiction, cannot be leſs than 
a damnable Sin, becaule it relates to the Salvation or Dam» 
nation of all Chriſtendom foi above 890 Years together. 
' There might be many Remarks made upon thele Homelies, 
ſome of which I ſhall touch lightly, and leave the reft ta 
the Readers further Conſideration, | 
1. How can that be a true Church which makes it a 
Point of her Faith, and a Term of her Cemmunion, to hold 
falſe and damnable Doctrine, which one fide of the Contra- 
dition muſt need de??? p 

2dly, If the Homily againft Peril cf Idolatry is true, then 
it follows, that Chriſt had no Church at all in Being for a- 
bove 800 Years together: For Idolaters cannot poſſibly be the 
Church of Chriſt; and others than ſuch, the Homily leaves 
none in the whole World for all thoſe 8 Ages. Whence 
then had the firſt Proteſtants their Chriſtianity and Prieſt- 
hood ? All the Anſwer they have to this muſt be, that they 
were baptis'd, and made Prieſts and Biſhops by the Hands of 
Idolaters, and not by the Church of Chrift, and that the 
\ Proteſtants of this our Time have neither Baptiſm nor Or- 
dination, but what they muft originally derive trom the 
Hands of Idolaters. On the other Hand, if this Part of the 
Homily of the Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt is true (as we have 
reaſon to believe it is, becauſe it is ſupported by the Teſti- 
mony of our Saviour himſelf) then Chriſt's Church muſt 
continue thro? all Ages even to the end of the World, always 
| 32 and found in its Faith, Sacraments and Diſcipline. - 

hich is the ſame as to ſay, Chriſts Church is Infallible: 

Now if the Church can never fail, what pretence could Pro- 
teſtants have to refrm her? Dh: 
34%). Conſider further, that all the pretended Biſhops and 
Clergy of the Church of England, ſince the making of the 
39 Ariicles to this Day, have at their taking Orders, fub- - 
"of n „ a 3 eee e (cribs 


| (6) 
ferib'd and acknowledg'd their Aſſent to the ſaid contradi- 
ctory Homilies. Tell me now, it ſubſcribing to ſo damnable 
a Contradiction, can be imputed lels than their ſubſcribing 
to their own Damnation? 1 

4thly. Tho? Subſcription is not impos'd upon the Laity, yet 
their Caſe is not much the better, for they are all 2 
under Pain of Excommunication, J%½ facto, to hold the ſaid 
39 Articles, conſequently this Contradiction: For, whoſoe- 
ver ſhall ſay the 357th Article, which Authoriſes the Homi- 
lies, is Erroneous, and ſuch as he cannot with a good Con- 
ſcience ſubſcribe unto, by reaſon of its authoriſing ſo noto- 
. Tious a Contradiction, will for this be excommunicated, 1pſ9 

facto. And Excommunication the Church of England declares 
to be a giving over to the Devil. As may be ſeen in Mr. Ro- 
gers's Explanation of the 39 Articles, call'd he, Catholick Do- 
ctrine of the Church of England. 

And if Satan ſo Buffet this poor excommunicated Perſon, 
that he has not a mind to continue any longer under his in- 


fernal Juriſdiction, there is no way for him to get free (as 


the Canon tells him) but by going to the Archbiſhop, and 
before him repent, and publickly revoke, under the Name 
of a wicked Error, this his denial of the {aid damnable Con- 
tradition. And pray tell me, if this is not the damnjiag 
Himſelf over again; for now holding the Contiadiction, that 
before he was given over to Satan for denying ? 

And what is the Concluſion of ali this, but that a Church 
of England Proteſtant muſt either be damn'd for holding a 
Contradiction, or by his Church given up to the Devil tor 
denying it. J 

But me thinks you demand what ſhall a Man do in this 
' wretched Cale ? I anſwer, he muſt utterly forſake and forever 
Tenounce Proteftancy and come into the Church of the liv- 
ing God, the Pillar and Ground of Truth, 1 Tim. 3. againſt 
which the Gates of Hell can never prevail, St. Mat. 16. And 
with which the Holy Ghoſt, the Spirit of Truth, remains 
for ever to teach it all Truth, St. John 14. and 16. As was allo 
foretold by the Prophet laying, My Spirit that is in thee, and 
my Words which I have put in thy Mouth, ſhall not depart out of 
thy Mouth, nor out of the Mouth of thy Seed, nor out of the 
Mouth of thy Seeds Seed, ſaith the Lord, from henceforth and for 
ever, Iſaiah 59. This is the holy and beautiful Spouſe 
of Chriſt, for which he gave himſelf that he might make 
it to himſelf a glorious Church, without ſpot or wrinkle, or 
any ſuch thing; but holy, and without blemiſh, Eph. 5. 


which Places of ſacred Scripture ſufficiently teſtify its San- 


a and Infallibility. 
e 


rhaps you may demand, how one may know this Church 


gf Chriſt among ſo many different Pretenders ? I * 
4 ad : | 1 
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| hold the Rock on which our Saviour built it! There you 


ſhall find it yet ſtanding unmoved. He built it upon the 
Prince of the Apoſtles St. Peter, St. Mat. 16, He ordained 
and conſtituted him its chief Paſtor, and gave him Authority, 
not only to Confirm his Brethren, but to Govern and Feed 


nis whole Flock: And to enable and fit him for ſo great an 


Office, pray'd for him, that his Faith ſhould not fail. See 
St. Fohn zt. St. Luke 22. Now therefore, that great Society 
of Chriſtians, diſperſed over the World, which holds Com- 
munion in Faith and Subordination of Government with St. 
Peter and his Succeſſor, in the See Apoſtolick. Is the Church 
of Chriſt, call'd in our Creed | The Holy Catholick Church] and 
by this Name [Cat holick] it is known to the whole World. 
Our Saviour himſelf gave its Unzverſality in ſending his holy 
Ape, and their Succeſlors) to Teach all Nations, St. Mat. 
28. St. Mark 16. and to be Witneſſes unto him even to the 
utmoſt Parts of the Earth, 4#s c. 1. Rom. f. v. 8. Nor has 
any Nation ever been converted from Heatheniſm to Chri- 
ſtianity, bur what has embrac'd its holy Faith and Commu- 
nion; eue in this, what was foretold by the Prophets. 
All Nations Hall flow unto it, Iſa. 2. Micah. 4. All People, Na- 
tions and Languages, ſhall ſerve him, Dan. 2. Iſa, 60. Whoſo- 
ever have at any Time fallen from this Church, and obſt i- 
nately refus'd Communion with its chief Paftor, have there» 
upon loft their Title and Pretenſions, to the Name Catho- 
lick, and immediately run under other particular Appella- 


tions, as of ans, Neſtorians, Berrengarians, Lutherans, Cal- 


viniſts, Fanſeniſts, Proteſtants, Preſbyterians, &c. And all un- 
der the general Name of Hereticks; and theſe, no ſooner be- 

an to open their Blaſphemous Lipps againft the Catholick 
Faith, but were always oppos'd by the Fathers and Doctors 
in their Writings, and condemned by St. Peter's Succeſlor, 
the Pope, and the Biſhops of the Church: And (as St. Paut 
adviſes, Tit. 3. 10.) Avoided by all the Faithful as obſtinate 
Hereticks. And this by the Authority and Power of the 
Keys of Binding and Looſing, given by our Saviour to St. 
Peter, in particular, as to the Head, St. Mat. 16. and after ta 
the reſt of the Apoſtles, St. Mat. 18. according to the Pro- 

het, who foretelling the Power of the Church, ſays, Every 
Fonens that ſhall riſe againſt Thee in Fudgment, Thou ſhals Con- 
demn, Ila. c. 54. 

Another Note is its perpetual Viſibility; it is the Light 
of the Word; a City let upon a Hill that cannot be hid. 
Not as a Candle under a Buſhel, but in a Candleftick, that 
gives Light to all in the Houle, St. Hat. 5, Its Gates (ſays 
the Prophet) ſhall be open continually, they ſhall never be 
ſhut, Iſa. 60, Nor ſhall its Watchmen upon its Walls ever 
hold their Peace Day or Night, La. 62. It has continued 


from 
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2 n the Apotiles Time to this Day, TT Age Wirten 


the Biſhops, Prieſts and People, of all Ages, have viſibly 


2 communicated; which ſhews it allo to be Apoſtolick, and 


fo will continue to the World's End, as our Saviour promis'd, 
St. Mat. 28. And as the Prophet Daniel foretold, ſaying, It 
3s an everlaſting Dominion that ſhall never paſs away : A King- 


dom that ſpall never be deſtroy'd, Dan. c. 7. ſee alſo Iſa. 2. Mic. 4. 


It is diſtiogyiſh'd alſo by its Unity. It is not made up 
of diſagreeing Sects and contrary Judgments in Matters of 
Faith, but is one Body of Chriſt, and no Schiſm in it, 1 Cor. 


12. but perfectly joined together in the ſame Mind and in 


the ſame judgment, 1 Cor. . It has but one Faith and ane 
Baptiſm, Ep. 4. One Heart and one Soul, 4#s 4. Accor- 
ding to that of the Prophet, I will give them one Heart and 
one Way, Jex. 32. For this its Unity our Saviour pray'd, St. 
John 17. And gave Apoſtles, Prophets, Evangeliſts, Paſtors 
and Doctors, for the editying of this his Body, till we all 


meet in the Unity of Faith, E#c. Eph. 4. Obliging all the 
World to hear their Words and embrace this one Faith they 


Teach. DÞoſoever, ſays he, St. Mat. 10. Shall not receive you, nor 
Bear your words, &c. it ſhall he more tollerable for the Land of So- 
dom and Gomora, in the day of Judgment, than for t hat City. He 


that heaveth you heareth me; and be that deſpiſeth you deſpiſeth 
me, St. Luke 10. He that will not hear the Church, let hits 


be to thee as a Heathen and a Publican, St. Mat. 18. 


Can you imagine, Proteſtant Reader, that our Saviour wy 
Chriſt would thus have given to the Biſhops and Priefts of 
His Church, a Commiſſton ſo unlimited, and fo unconfin'd, 


either to Time or Place: And have thus oblig'd, under 


Pain of Damnation, all to hear them ;. if there was to come 


a Time of above 800 Years, in which they would teach dam- 
nable Idolatry to all Chriſtendome ; and inftead of propa- 
gating, quite extirpate and deſtroy, all good Religion uni- 
verlally? If this cannot enter into your Thoughts, as God 
forbid it ſhould, then apply yourſelf to the Friekts of the 
One, Holy, Catholick and Apoſtolick, Church. (This eve: 
Viſible and Infallible Guide to Salvation) And get yourſelf 
znſttucted in the Catholick Faith, that you may be ſaved; 
Whoſoever will be ſaved (ſays rhe Athanaſian Creed) before 
all Things, it is neceſſary that he hold the Catholick Faith: 


Which Faith, except every one do keep whole and undefiled, 


without doubt he ſhall Periſh 5p 8  VWithout Faith (ſays 
St. Paul, Heb. A1.) it it impoſſible to pleaſe God. And our Sz- 
viour himlelf tells you exprefly, that, He that Believeth not 


all be Danna, St. Marky 160 059 
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Line of chief Bifbops in the Chair of St. Peter, with which 
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